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Form Date: April, 2016 ATP Cyde 3 Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment A


Part C: Attachments


Attachment A: Signature Page


IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.


Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board
The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of
the public right-of-way facilities (responsible for their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.


Signature: Date:
6


/
7’


“
Name: Rebecca J. BiorkL)


C)


Phone: 805-564-5378


Title: Public Works Director e-mail: RBjork@SantaBarbaraCA.gov


For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board
(For use only when appropriate)
The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.


Signature:


________________________________________


Date:


___________________________________________


Name:


_________________________________________


Phone:


____________________________________________


Title:


___________________________________________


e-mail:


_______________________________________________


For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*
(For use only when appropriate)
If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval ofthe project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.


Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.


Signature:


_________________________________________


Date:


____________________________________________


Name:


________________________________________


Phone:


___________________________________________


Title:


___________________________________________


e-mail:


_______________________________________________


* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm


Part C - Att A: Signature Page
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Part B - Q3 A.3 Collision Map 


Bicycle and Pedestrian Collision Record 


CASE ID INVOLVED WITH DATE STREET 1 STREET 2 


1 4679581 with Bicycle 4/24/2010 PORTESUELLO AVE LAS POSITAS RD 


2 4873040 with Bicycle 9/8/2010 MODOC RD PALERMO DR 


3 4983363 with Pedestrian 11/25/2010 CALLE DE LOS AMIGOS MODOC RD 


4 4983411 with Bicycle 11/27/2010 MODOC RD LAS POSITAS RD 


5 5440185 with Bicycle 11/29/2011 LAS POSITAS RD VERONICA SPRINGS RD 


6 5440294 with Bicycle 12/13/2011 MODOC RD LAS POSITAS RD 


7 5621845 with Bicycle 4/27/2012 CALLE DE LOS AMIGOS MODOC RD 


8 5669200 with Bicycle 6/8/2012 LAS POSITAS RD 


9 6096721 with Bicycle 5/18/2013 LAS POSITAS PL 


10 6228157 with Bicycle 8/27/2013 MODOC RD 


11 6664981 with Bicycle 10/8/2014 MODOC RD 


12 6752457 with Bicycle 12/17/2014 MODOC RD 


13 6847806 with Bicycle 3/10/2015 MODOC RD 


14 6876918 with Bicycle 4/14/2015 MODOC RD 


All of these collisions could have been 
corrected by a multiuse pathway. The 
collisions generally fall into one of these 
following categories: 


- Cyclist hit while riding on roadway shoulder
(a separated path will provide protection)


- Cyclist hit an object or lost control while riding
along the roadway (the separated path will be
designed to be safer and user friendly)


- Pedestrian hit while crossing the road
(the separated path will include improved
pedestrian crossing facilities)


- Cyclist struck while crossing side street
(a separated path will include improved bike and
pedestrian crossing facilities at side streets.


CITY OF SANTA BARBARA 
LAS POSITAS & MODOC ROADS CLASS I CONSTRUCTION 


COLLISION MAP 
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Form Date; April 2016 cycle a UP C&I for Prc€d5 - Application Form — Attachment B


ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects


Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY


This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in ‘responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CCs
requirements for a PSR-Equiwalent document (per CrC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -


Resolution 6-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide and regional ATP selection processes.


Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the
application:
Chapter ?• Articles; Section 5735 of the Professional Engineer’s Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work afo future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and caleulotions which ore based on the best data ova ilable at the lime of the apoliatian, the application must be signed and
stomped by a licensed civil engineer.
sy signing and stamping thc document the engineer is otteshng to this application technical inforrnarion and engineering data
upon which local agency recammeidations conclusions, and decisions ore made. This action is governed by the Profc.ssionol
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professiorsal Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.


The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the project’s Scope,
Cost and Schedule per the expectations ofthe CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped bythe engineer until the final application and
application attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.


1. Vicinity map Ilocation map Engineer’s Initials:


________


a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary


2. Project layout-planlmap showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials:


________


a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project construction limits and limits of each
primary element ofibe project. Scale must be shown on the plan/map


b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items


c. Show alt changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths


d. Show agencys right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate! also show Caltrans, Railroad! and all other government agencies ROW lines)


3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials:


________


(Include crass-section for each controlling configuration that varies sipnicantly from the typical)


a. Show and dimension; changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.


4. Detailed Engineer’s Estimate Engineer’s Initials:


________


a. The Caltrans Project Estimate (Attachment F) must be ñlled out per the instructions and attached to the
application! in the appropriate location.


b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items, the costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs


c. All non-partioipating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs. The non-participating (or ineligible) costs must be consistent with Caltrans guidelines
as shown in Local Assistance Program Guidelines chapter 22.6


d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC. certified community oonservation oorps, or tribal
corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for


e. All project development costs to be funded by the Alp need to be accounted for in the total project cost







Form Date: ApriL2016 Cycles ATPC&lfcrPrect5-Applicatlcn arm —Attachn,e.nt B


5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer’s Initials:


_______


a- Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within influence
area of proposed improvements.


a Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s InitialsLAS
a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project


schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable federal requirements
and tirneframes.


b. Completed Dates’ for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified
c Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the apphcation account for all reasonable project


timetables. including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations. FHWA authorizations.
rederal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, eta


d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with Implementing Agency’s
expected project milestone dates and available matching funds,


7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initialsu)S


a- For new Traffic Control Signals — an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Warrants 1- 9
U N/A (CA MUTOD) must be submitted- For Alp funding, warrants 4, 5 or I should be met but the final


decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineering study (and any additional
documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must
include the name and license number ot the responsible engineer and must be attached to the
application in the ‘“Additional Attachments” section,


8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s lnitiaIs:./3
a. the text in the “Narrative Questions”’ in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic


and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate
b. When needed to clarity non-standard ATP project elements Re. vehicular roadway widening necessary for


the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements


Licensed Engineer:


rtarr aosr, Firsr): he,AsnIe!th .4 -


Title; [ —— Supervising Civil Engineer


Engineer License Number
[_


C 76701


Signature-yj4gJ4i<jj


oate; [ 1i2.L1Ip
Em&l: I ASbue@SantaBarbaracA.gov ]


Engineer’s Stamp:


Phone: [ SOS-897-2507
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NOTE: Roundabout is being constructed as a separate City project in 2016.
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Match point where new pathway will tie into pathway constructed with the roundabout project.
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Date:


C76701


Item 
No.


F, D 
or M


Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $1,730,400.00 $1,730,400 100% $1,730,400
2 1 LS $841,155.84 $841,156 100% $841,156
3 1 LS $252,000.00 $252,000 100% $252,000
4 100%
5
6


7
8
9 58          EA $638.40 $37,027 100% $37,027


10 3,412     SF $2.55 $8,701 100% $8,701
11 3            EA $510.72 $1,532 100% $1,532
12 1            EA $2,553.60 $2,554 100% $2,554
13 9,153     SF $2.55 $23,340 100% $23,340
14 4,973     LF $7.02 $34,909 100% $34,909
15 1,243     LF $14.04 $17,455 100% $17,455
16
17
18 16          EA $638.40 $10,214 100% $10,214
19 7,671     LF $7.02 $53,852 100% $53,852
20 1,918     LF $14.04 $26,926 100% $26,926
21
22
23 99,944   SF $7.02 $701,607 100% $701,607
24 7,952     SF $1.28 $10,179 100% $10,179
25 37,429   LF $0.96 $35,932 100% $35,932
26 2            EA $510.72 $1,021 100% $1,021
27 8            EA $6,384.00 $51,072 100% $51,072
28 11,967   SF $11.49 $137,501 100% $137,501
29 6,216     LF $22.98 $142,844 100% $142,844
30 34,248   SF $3.98 $136,307 100% $136,307
31 1            EA $15,321.60 $15,322 100% $15,322
32 1            EA $1,532.16 $1,532 100% $1,532
33 6            EA $1,532.16 $9,193 100% $9,193
34 5,761     SF $2.43 $13,999 100% $13,999
35 250        LF $351.12 $87,780 100% $87,780
36 4,484     LF $287.28 $1,288,164 100% $1,288,164
37 789        CY $829.92 $654,807 100% $654,807
38 3,156     CY $19.15 $60,437 100% $60,437
39 2,367     CY $19.15 $45,328 100% $45,328
40 789        CY $44.69 $35,260 100% $35,260
41 59,610   SF $6.38 $380,312 100% $380,312
42 4,234     LF $25.54 $108,136 100% $108,136
43 3            EA $702.24 $2,107 100% $2,107
44 38          EA $153.22 $5,822 100% $5,822
45 3,418     LF $244.00 $833,992 100% $833,992


46 1,978     SF $12.13 $23,993 100% $23,993


47 343        LF $1,012.44 $347,267 100% $347,267


48 1            EA $510.72 $511 100% $511
49 1            EA $8,937.60 $8,938 100% $8,938
50 1            EA $1,532.16 $1,532 100% $1,532
51 16,351   SF $5.11 $83,554 100% $83,554
52 39          EA $319.20 $12,449 100% $12,449


53 431,854 SF $1.21 $522,543 100% $522,543


54 1            LS $31,920.00 $31,920 100% $31,920


55 1            LS $223,440.00 $223,440 100% $223,440


56
57
58 48,344   SF $7.02 $339,375 100% $339,375
59 6,959     SF $1.28 $8,908 100% $8,908
60 21,587   LF $0.96 $20,724 100% $20,724
61 6            EA $510.72 $3,064 100% $3,064
62 4            EA $6,384.00 $25,536 100% $25,536
63 12          EA $6,384.00 $76,608 100% $76,608
64 4            EA $5,107.20 $20,429 100% $20,429
65 10,463   SF $11.49 $120,220 100% $120,220
66 3,969     LF $22.98 $91,208 100% $91,208
67 219,695 SF $3.83 $841,432 100% $841,432
68 8            EA $15,321.60 $122,573 100% $122,573
69 5            EA $7,660.80 $38,304 100% $38,304


Project Description:
Construct a 2.6-mile long multiuse path (Class I) along Las Positas and Modoc Roads for bicyclists, runners, and pedestrians of all 
ages and abilities. The Provides key connections to local and regional connections to neighborhoods, schools (La Cumbre Junior 
High, SBCC, and UCSB), parks, and the beach.


The Project begins on Modoc Road at the western City limits (Calle de los Amigos) and continues east for approximately one mile 
toward the intersection of Modoc and Las Positas Roads, then continues south for approximately 1.6 miles along Las Positas Road to 
Cliff Drive.


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Ashleigh A. Shue, P.E. License #:


Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Stormwater Protection Plan
Traffic Control (not incl signalization, see estimate)


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Mobilization including phased work & bonds


Item 


DEMO TREE AND ROOTS


DEMO GUARDRAIL


CULVERT INCLUDING EXCAVATION AND BACKFILL AND 
CONNECT TO (E) DRAINAGE, ALLOW 10X10 CONCRETE 


PAVING, STREET ALLOW 4" OVER 8" BASE, OVER 10" SUB 
BASE


DEMO FOR LAS POSITAS AREA


CASE F  RAMP
CASE A  RAMP
CASE C  RAMP
GRAPHIC, STOP SIGN ROADWAY
LANE STRIPING
CROSSWALK PAINTING
PATHWAY AREA, ALLOW 3" A.C. OVER 8" BASE


RELOCATE STREET LIGHT, FEEDERS AND FOUNDATION
RELOCATE POWER POLE, FEEDERS AND FOUNDATION


CURB & GUTTERS AVERAGE COST FOR BOTH MIXED


SIGNALIZED CROSSING @ JERRY HARWIN PARKWAY, 3-
WAY, MULTI-LANE


RELOCATE BLOW OFF VALVE


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/1/2016City of Santa Barbara


ADDITIONAL CONFORM PAVING WORK, A.C. CONFORM 
& DOWELS FOR CONCRETE PAVING


EXISTING ROADWAY SLURRY COAT FOR RE-STRIPING - 
NO PATCHING NOTED


GRAPHIC, ARROW
GREEN STREET COLORING


RELOCATE POWER POLE, FEEDERS AND FOUNDATION


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)


Cost Breakdown


CURB & GUTTERS AVERAGE COST FOR BOTH MIXED
PAVING, SIDEWALK & DRIVEWAY
CASE A  RAMP


RETAINING WALL, 4'


EXCAVATION FOR RETAINING WALL, SITE DISPOSAL
FOUNDATION, ALLOW 1'X4'


RETAINING WALL, 5'


RELOCATE DOUBLE CHECK VALVE, EXTEND LINES


DEMO SIDEWALK & BASE


SAWCUT CONCRETE SIDEWALKS


HAUL OFF


DECOMPOSED GRANITE PAVING
RELOCATE WATER METER, EXTEND LINES
RELOCATE UTILITY VAULT & FEEDERS


SAWCUT A.C. PAVING, STREETS
DEMO STREET PAVING & BASE
DEMO TRAFFIC LIGHT


SAWCUT CONCRETE SIDEWALKS
SAWCUT A.C. PAVING, STREETS
DEMO TREE AND ROOTS
DEMO FOR MODOC AREA


GRAPHIC, STOP SIGN ROADWAY
LANE STRIPING


PATHWAY AREA, ALLOW 3" A.C. OVER 8" BASE
SITEWORK FOR LAS POSITAS AREA


GRAPHIC, BIKE PATH MARKER


PERFORATED DRAINAGE LINE, CONNECT TO (E) 


RELOCATE GUARD RAIL


PAVING, SIDEWALK & DRIVEWAY


SITE GRADING, INCLUDING ALL CUT AND FILL


CROSSWALK PAINTING


BACKFILL AND COMPACT


RELOCATE SIGN, FOUNDATION


SHORING


SITE GRADING , INCLUDING ALL CUT AND FILL


SITEWORK FOR MODOC AREA


METAL TYPE ST-10 BARRIER RAILING SYSTEM


6/13/2016 1 of 2
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Date:


C76701


Project Description:
Construct a 2.6-mile long multiuse path (Class I) along Las Positas and Modoc Roads for bicyclists, runners, and pedestrians of all 
ages and abilities. The Provides key connections to local and regional connections to neighborhoods, schools (La Cumbre Junior 
High, SBCC, and UCSB), parks, and the beach.


The Project begins on Modoc Road at the western City limits (Calle de los Amigos) and continues east for approximately one mile 
toward the intersection of Modoc and Las Positas Roads, then continues south for approximately 1.6 miles along Las Positas Road to 
Cliff Drive.


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Ashleigh A. Shue, P.E. License #:


Project Location:


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/1/2016City of Santa Barbara


70 418        LF $5.11 $2,136 100% $2,136
71 1            EA $1,532.16 $1,532 100% $1,532
72 2            EA $3,192.00 $6,384 100% $6,384
73 2            EA $1,532.16 $3,064 100% $3,064
74 3,431     SF $2.43 $8,337 100% $8,337
75 177        LF $255.36 $45,199 100% $45,199
76 199        LF $287.28 $57,169 100% $57,169
77 33          CY $829.92 $27,526 100% $27,526
78 133        CY $19.15 $2,541 100% $2,541
79 100        CY $19.15 $1,905 100% $1,905
80 33          CY $44.69 $1,482 100% $1,482
81 22,002   SF $6.38 $140,373 100% $140,373
82 376        LF $25.54 $9,603 100% $9,603
83 4            EA $702.24 $2,809 100% $2,809
84 1            EA $319.20 $319 100% $319
85 10          EA $153.22 $1,532 100% $1,532
86 4,994     SF $5.11 $25,519 100% $25,519
87 2            EA $319.20 $638 100% $638


88 218,361 SF $1.21 $264,217 100% $264,217


89 1            LS $31,920.00 $31,920 100% $31,920


90
91
92


93
94
95 F 12975 SF $6.38 $82,781 100% $82,781
96 F 12975 SF $3.83 $49,694 100% $49,694
97 F 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
98
99 F 17382 SF $6.38 $110,897 100% $110,897
100 F 17382 SF $3.83 $66,573 100% $66,573
101 F 1 LS $35,000.00 $35,000 100% $35,000
102


$11,762,395 $11,762,395
$588,120 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


15.00% $1,764,359 $1,764,359


$13,526,755 $13,526,755


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$400,000


$1,150,000


$1,550,000 11% 25% Max


$2,029,013 15% 15% Max 


$3,579,013


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$17,105,768


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Subtotal of Construction Items:


LAS POSITAS AREA


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


PLANTING AREA, WITH PREP AND SHRUBS


ADDITIONAL CONFORM PAVING WORK, A.C. CONFORM 
& DOWELS FOR CONCRETE PAVING


EXISTING ROADWAY SLURRY COAT FOR RE-STRIPING - 
NO PATCHING NOTED


GRAPHIC, ARROW
GREEN STREET COLORING
GRAPHIC, BIKE PATH MARKER


DECOMPOSED GRANITE PAVING
RELOCATE WATER METER, EXTEND LINES
RELOCATE FIRE HYDRANT, EXTEND LINES, HOT TAP
RELOCATE UTILITY VAULT & FEEDERS
TRIM VEGETATION


IRRIGATION, INCLUDING HEADS, PIPING AND SLEEVING


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 400,000$                                       


PLANT ESTABLISHMENT (6 MONTHS)
IRRIGATION, INCLUDING HEADS, PIPING AND SLEEVING
PLANTING AREA, WITH PREP AND SHRUBS
MODOC AREA
PLANT ESTABLISHMENT (6 MONTHS)


Total RW: -$                                                  


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: -$                                                  


Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                  


Total Project Cost: $17,105,768


Total Project Delivery: $3,579,013


Construction Engineering (CE): 2,029,013$                                    


Total Construction Costs: $15,555,768


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 1,150,000$                                    


Total PE: 1,550,000$                                    


Construction Engineering (CE)


BACKFILL AND COMPACT
EXCAVATION FOR RETAINING WALL, SITE DISPOSAL


RELOCATE SIGN, FOUNDATION
PERFORATED DRAINAGE LINE, CONNECT TO (E) 


HAUL OFF


FOUNDATION, ALLOW 1'X4'
RETAINING WALL, 4'
RETAINING WALL, 3'


SHORING


RELOCATE GUY WIRE
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June 2, 2016 
 
Ms. April Nitsos 
Chief, Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs 
CALTRANS 
Division of Local Assistance, MS 1 
P.O. Box 942874 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 
 
Re:  Letter of Support for Las Positas and Modoc Roads Multi-use Pathway 
 
Dear Ms. Nitsos: 
 
The Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG) is the Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency for Santa Barbara County.  This letter is to support the 
City of Santa Barbara’s Cycle 3 grant application for ATP funds for construction of the 
Las Positas and Modoc Roads Multi-use Pathway.   
 
The project is consistent with SBCAG’s Regional Transportation Plan, is included in the 
Regional Active Transportation Plan, and supports the long-term vision for the region’s 
active transportation network.  We hope you give careful consideration to the City of 
Santa Barbara’s project. 
 
For your information, SBCAG’s highest priority for Cycle 3 Active Transportation Program 
funding is the construction of the Rincon Multi-use Trail project that will eliminate a gap in 
the California Coastal Trail at the Ventura\Santa Barbara county line.  SBCAG will be 
separately submitting a grant application for this project.   
 
If you have any questions about this letter, please do not hesitate to contact Steve 
VanDenburgh of my staff at (805) 961-8900. 
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
Jim Kemp 
Executive Director 
 
cc:   Peter Brown, City of Santa Barbara 
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PO Box 92047
Santa Barbara
CA 93190-2047
bike@sbbike.org
www.sbbike.org
805-617-3255


Bici Centro Location
506 E. Haley St. Santa 
Barbara
CA 93103
info@bicicentro.org


  www.bicicentro.org
  805-617-3255


Board of Directors 
Byron Beck


David Bourgeois 
Robert Caiza


David Campbell


Sue Carmody
Courtney Dietz


Hector Gonzalez
David Hodges
John Hygelund
Tracey Strobel
Mike Vergeer


Advisors
Matt Dobberteen 
Kent Epperson
Amy Steinfeld


The Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition is a countywide advocacy and resource organization that promotes bicycling for safe transportation and recreation. We 
are a 501 (c)-3 non-profit with tax id 77-0395986


Caltrans Division of Local Assistance 
1120 N. Street 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
Attention:  Teresa McWilliam, ATP Coordinator 


Subject: Santa Barbara ATP Grant Application - Las Positas and Modoc Roads 
Multiuse Path Project 


Dear Ms. McWilliams, 


 On behalf of the Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition (SBBIKE), I offer our 
support for the Las Positas and Modoc Roads Multiuse Path Project. SBBIKE is a 
countywide advocacy and resource organization that promotes bicycling for safe 
transportation and recreation. In 2013, SBBIKE kicked off the Connecting our 
Community Campaign advocating for safe, continuous, comfortable and protected 
bikeways for everyone along Santa Barbara County’s South Coast.  Safe bicycling 
infrastructure has not kept pace with bicycle ridership demands.  The City of Santa 
Barbara’s proposed projects will help to meet this growing demand for both 
pedestrians and bicyclists (future and present). 


SB Bike supports the Las Positas and Modoc Roads Multiuse Path Construction 
Project as it provides a dedicated and protected space for bicyclists, runners and 
pedestrians of all ages and abilities along this high speed Las Positas Road and 
Modoc Road corridor. The Multipurpose Path eliminates risk and fear of collisions 
from vehicles. It also is a key neighborhood and regional connection from the 
Cross-town Bicycle Route and neighborhoods adjacent to the path to beaches, 
parks, and the Coastal Bicycle Route. 


The benefits, quality and connectivity of this proposed pathway make it a wonderful 
project to focus resources on. We are thankful for the grant opportunity Caltrans is 
providing and strongly recommend awarding an Active Transportation Program 
Grant to Santa Barbara. 


Thanks, 


Eve Sanford 
Advocacy Associate 
Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition  
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June 2, 2016 


CalTrans 
Division of Local Assistance, MS 1 
Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs 
P.O. Box 942874 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 


SUBJECT: Active Transportation Grant Projects in the City of Santa Barbara 


To Whom It May Concern: 


On behalf of the Coalition for Sustainable Transportation (COAST), I offer our support for the 
following projects: 


1. Safe Routes to Eastside Neighborhood Schools 


2. Westside Bike Boulevard Gap Closure; and 


3. Las Positas and Modoc Roads Multiuse Path Construction 


COAST provides advocacy, education and outreach to improve transportation options in the 
Santa Barbara and Ventura Regions, promoting rail, bus, bike and pedestrian access. COAST 
coordinates the region’s Safe Routes to School program, Safe Routes for Seniors, Eastside 
Walks, and the Vision Zero initiative. In 2011, COAST kicked off the Eastside Walks program 
to improve walking conditions in the Eastside. Through empowering Eastside families to stand 
up for their needs as pedestrians, COAST is helping to build stronger, happier and healthier 
communities. The City of Santa Barbara’s proposed projects will help in providing the Eastside 
and our Santa Barbara community as a whole with the convenient, safe and sustainable 
transportation options they deserve.  


COAST supports the Safe Routes to Eastside Neighborhood Schools Project because it 
provides a safe route to school for students and families going to Franklin Elementary as well 
as Santa Barbara Junior High School and Santa Barbara High School. The project will 
improve safety along Milpas Street by creating a parallel improvement and Bike Boulevard on 
Alisos Street, thus attracting bicycle trips from a busy arterial to a quiet neighborhood street. It 
will also allow direct bicycle access to the downtown with a new green Class II bike lane in the 
westbound direction from the eastside on Cota Street. Currently, while Haley Street does have 
an eastbound Class II bike lane, no viable return route exists. The project will also provide 
improved access to the junior high and includes a new bike lane along Ortega Street, further 
providing access to the school from downtown neighborhoods.  The project will provide 


P.O. Box 2495
Santa Barbara, CA 93120


805.875.3562
www.coast-santabarbara.org
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bicyclists an alternative route navigating within, to and from the Eastside neighborhood 
providing safe and attractive access to school, work, recreation, and food markets. 


COAST supports the Westside Bike Boulevard Gap Closure Project as it provides a long-
needed bike route to the Westside. This application includes the Chino Bike Boulevard, 
combined with green lanes over the Micheltorena Street Bridge and the Sola Street Bike 
Boulevard connection to State Street, downtown and Santa Barbara High School. The green 
lanes on the bridge would connect via a Castillo Street contra-flow bike lane (the South 
Coast’s first) to the Sola Street Bike Boulevard.  


COAST supports the Las Positas and Modoc Roads Multiuse Path Construction Project as it 
provides a dedicated and protected space for bicyclists, runners and pedestrians of all ages 
and abilities along this high speed Las Positas Road and Modoc Road corridor. The 
Multipurpose Path eliminates risk and fear of collisions from vehicles. It also is a key 
neighborhood and regional connection from the Cross-town Bicycle Route and neighborhoods 
adjacent to the path to beaches, parks, and the Coastal Bicycle Route.   


We are thankful for the opportunity that Caltrans and the CTC are providing with this grant, 
and we strongly recommend the awarding of these grants to the City of Santa Barbara.   


Sincerely, 


__________________________              
Erisy Watt, Project Director 
COAST  
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La Cumbre JH Student Transportation Survey Sept 2014 


Number of students tallied: 340 


Number of students who arrived to school walking: 127  (36%) 
Number of students who arrived to school biking: 14 (4%) 
Number of students who arrived to school by bus: 46 (13%) 
Number of students who arrived to school by car: 169 (47%) 
356 responses  


Number of students who arrived home by walking: 165 (47%) 
Number of students who arrived home by biking: 16 (4%) 
Number of students who arrived home by bus: 60 (17%) 
Number of students who arrived home by car: 119 (33%) 
360 responses  


Number of students who had sidewalk: 200 (71%) 
Number of students who did not have sidewalk: 81 (29%) 


What students liked best about walking/riding to/from school: 
Getting exercise: 102 (26%) 
Being outside: 121 (31%) 
Being with friends/family: 114 (29%) 
Helping the environment: 40 (10%) 
Other: 13 (3%) 
288 responses  


Number of eighth graders who filled out this survey: 201 (60%) 
Number of seventh graders who filled out this survey: 136 (40%) 


Number of students who, if they had a choice would get to school by… 
Walking: 139 (40%) 
Biking: 72 (21%) 
Bus: 32 (9%) 
Car: 105 (30%) 
348 responses  
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B19013 MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS (IN 2014 INFLATION-ADJUSTED
DOLLARS)
Universe: Households
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Thematic Map of Estimate; Median household income in the past 12 months (in 2014 Inflation-adjusted dollars)
Geography by: Block Group within Census Tract


Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.


Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.


Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.


Legend:
Data Classes


Persons
5,313 - 42,188


42,647 - 66,135


67,361 - 93,843


94,387 - 127,500


129,325 - 233,750


Boundaries
Census Tract


Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.


While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the
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Census Tract 13.04 Blk 1 has a median household of $43,164, which is 73% of the State Median Household Income of $61,489







principal cities shown in ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.


Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.


Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Explanation of Symbols:


    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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Documentation of Approved Plans/Public Participation Process 
Las Positas Road Multiuse Path Project 


The Las Positas/Modoc Road Multiuse Path Project (Project) has been in various City planning 
documents since 1974, primarily as a Class I Bike Path.  The Project is identified in the City’s Six 
Year Capital Improvement Program Fiscal Year 2014-2019, Bicycle Master Plan, and the 
Pedestrian Master Plan and excerpts are included below. Also included are the Public Open 
House and Concept Review Meeting Minutes from the various City review boards/commissions. 


1. 2016-2021 Capital Improvement Program (February 2015):
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2. City of Santa Barbara Bicycle Master Plan 1998 and 
2016 


a. Proposed Project (Arroyo Burro Pathway) 
on Page 60-61: Implementation – Improving 
the Network.  


b. While the 2016 BMP community outreach 
effort did cover this Project and it continues 
to receive community support, the 2016 
BMP final plan considered the Project as an 
ongoing project and it is not in the “new 
project capital list”. This Project is currently 
undergoing planning, environmental review, 
and design, which was funded with ATP 
Cycle 1 funds.  The anticipated 
environmental document is a Mitigated 
Negative Declaration/CE.  


 


 
Figure 1: 1998 BMP 
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3. City of Santa Barbara Pedestrian Master 
Plan 


a. Appendix F – Priority Locations 
 
 


 


 
b. Online Link: 


http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/gov/depts/pw/transpark/master_plans/pedestr
ian_master_plan.asp 
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4. Open House and Concept Review Meetings.  The following pages focus on the Public 


Open House and Concept Review Meeting Minutes from the various City review 


boards/commissions. 


a. Public Open House Workshop on January 20, 2016 


b. Joint Parks and Recreation Commission with Creeks Division: February 17, 2016 


c. Architectural Board of Review: March 14, 2016 


d. Transportation Circulation Committee: March 24, 2016 


e. Planning Commission: April 14, 2016 


The Project website is located at the following link: 


http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/bikepath 


 
Photos from Public Open House Workshop on January 20, 2016 
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Summary of Comments from Open House 


January 20, 2016 


 


 “Looks great! Please hurry. Thanks!!” 


 


 “Looks good! Now you just need to find the money to do it. If it existed, I would 


definitely use it – would provide the missing link from my neighborhood to the beach for 


walking, biking, etc.” 


 


 “Excellent work! Beautiful! One awkward place – the roundabout flow for a cyclist 


coming on Las Positas multiuse path who wants to go left up the hill on Cliff.” 


 


 “I am very pleased to see this much needed idea take a gigantic step towards a reality. 


The staff tonight was very well prepared and presented the process in very clear, precise 


manner, noting where this plan’s stage is currently. Thank you for having this open 


house, glad to see the interest from our community.” 


 


 “Great presentation 


o Great visuals 


o City staff wonderful 


o RRM staff very alert and helpful” 


 


 “Thank you all for doing such a great job with the meeting. The visuals/map are very 


helpful. As a full time bike user (non car owner) and grandparent, I would love to take 


grandchildren on rides, and for the younger ones only a class one works. Unfortunately, 


both ends of this project are a problem. Without connecting through to the Obern Trail 


or to Hendry’s Beach, it is useless to take my grandchildren for rides on.” 


 


 “The project looks well thought out. I support it and look forward to using the pathway.” 


 


 “Would like to see 101 bridge addressed as well. A Lot of people from the Samarkand, 


Oak Park, and San Roque neighborhoods would walk or bike to Hendry’s Beach, UCSB, 


etc. if it was safer to cross the freeway on Las Positas.” 
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 1. “Las Positas/Modoc bike/ped path – add a DG shoulder for runners 


2. Las Positas/Modoc bike/ped path – elevate paths sharing road with a curb so cars 


cannot run over a paint stripe easily and hit bikers or peds. We’re too vulnerable. Paint 


doesn’t protect! 


3. Work with local State Reps to change street speed limit rules: 55 mph is way too fast 


and only buys a motorist a few seconds but degrades ped and bike experience – it is 


scary to be by fast cars. Lower speed limit to 25 mph – enjoy the drive. Looking at the 


paths more – I don’t think a curb is enough if a lane is next to 55 mph traffic. A k-rail 


type barrier that is earth toned with no “designs” on it so it blends in with the hills 


would be preferable.” 


 


Other Comments Written on Plans 


 Connect Class I to Obern Trail 


 Lighting on north side of Modoc at trail terminus at Calle de los Amigos 


 Notes regarding preferred bus stop locations along Modoc 


 At Modoc/Las Positas intersection: 


o Add bus box on westbound approach 


o Note regarding large volume of SB right turns on red and possibility of restricting 


for bike safety 


o Add bike refuge for left turns in island 


o Additional green lane striping 


 Notes regarding median trees on Las Positas: 


o Like trees 


o Trees that preserve visibility and reduce speeding 


 Note regarding creek restoration area: 


o Concern for safety and attractive nuisance 


o Want higher fence and barrier plantings 


 Want increased bike striping on the road 


 Provide exit from path to street for bikes north of Veronica Springs 


 At Las Positas/Veronica springs intersection: 


o Note regarding drainage concerns on east side of intersection 


o Added green lane striping 


o Add sign warning cars of bicycle crossing 


 Like the new signal at Jerry Harwin 


  *Cars back up to here [near Jerry Harwin] – yay roundabout! 


 Lighting censored as you walk? 


 Opening for bikes to get onto Class II north of roundabout, like on Modoc? 


 At Las Positas/Cliff roundabout: 


o Flashers on crosswalks? 
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o Add sharks teeth to encourage slower entry to xwalk and roundabout 


o Directional ramp and signage so bike can enter Class II north of roundabout 


o Signage for bikes or green lane? 


 


Other Comments Received via Email 


 


 “Let me start my comments by thanking you and your support crew for an excellent 
community meeting on Wednesday evening.  The informal way the meeting was 
conducted and format of presenting the visual material made it easy to ask questions 
and absorb the information. 


 
To recap the two "concerns" I voiced during the meeting (and hopefully will be 
addressed): 
Adding both a new bus line up Modoc Road that goes all the way to downtown Goleta 
and adding second bus stop close to Veronica Springs Road at Modoc to serve bus traffic 
heading down Modoc towards Santa Barbara. 


 
Finding some way to minimize the impact of various foot and bicycle races to the Modoc 
Road.  


 
It was a pleasure to meet you and your fine staff.  Thank you all again for listening to my 
comments.” 


 


 “Thank you for the announcement about tomorrow's public meeting on the Las Positas / 


Modoc path. Although I won't be able to attend the meeting, I would like to register my 


strong support for the path.  


 


I've forwarded the meeting notice to my neighbors, and posted it to Our Mesa 


Neighborhood's Facebook page: facebook.com/OurMesaNeighborhood . Please let me 


know if there is any other way I can help you. “ 


 


 “Multi use should include horses.” 
 


 


 “I just received a SB Public Words meeting notice today (Wed., 1/20/16) regarding 


potential modifications of Las Positas Rd. to permit use by cyclists and pedestrians.   
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I would like to take this opportunity to provide comments for incorporation into the 


public record regarding safety issues of this road. 


As a former owner of a Stonecreek condo located on Las Positas Rd., I observed 


numerous accidents on 225 during a three-year period (2011-14) associated with the 


posted speed, incomplete or narrow shoulders, and severely insufficient turn lanes to 


accommodate traffic flow.  I itemize these for your quick review: 


Posted speed (55 mph) on 225 significantly endangers drivers, cyclists, and 


pedestrians.  Given the number of available left and right exits, intersection lights 


(Veronica Springs), and narrowed northbound shoulder, the posted speed on this road 


exceeds the marginal safety of the existing infrastructure.  The road also lacks effective 


lighting for night-time travel at this posted speed, and on occasion the two-lane 


configuration becomes excessively unsafe when there is fog or rain at night. 


Las Positas Pl.: Northbound traffic with a destination to Las Positas Pl. lacks any left turn 


lane onto this street; in addition, the speed at this juncture is 55 mph—much too fast to 


safely accommodate left-turning vehicles.  Vehicles exiting southbound on 225 from Las 


Positas Pl. have a very short transition zone onto 225.  Vehicles attempting to turn left 


from La Positas Pl. onto Las Positas Rd. pose an immense risk to their own safety and to 


the safety of oncoming, northbound traffic on 225.   


Posted speed on northbound 225 decreases from 55 to 35 in an unsafe manner within a 


very short transition zone, terminating at Modoc Rd. 


Posted speed on southbound 225 is 55 mph up to and including the intersection at 


Veronica Springs Rd.  Vehicles unfamiliar with 225 must slow very quickly to 


accommodate a red light at Veronica Springs Rd. which only becomes visible to drivers 


much too late. 


While there is sufficient room on the shoulder of the southbound lane of 225 for 


pedestrians and cyclists, pedestrians are fully exposed to southbound traffic flow at 55 


mph. Further, there is no surface on southbound 225 other than the unprotected 


shoulder to accommodate pedestrians after Stonecreek. 


The effective shoulder on the northbound 225 lane can just barely accommodate 


pedestrians or cyclists, but not both, who must navigate the very narrow shoulder 


available.  Cyclists, especially, are fully exposed to northbound traffic from behind. 


 


The entry to Elings Park, where the effective speed is 55 mph, is regulated with one 


southbound turn lane, but entry from the northbound direction to the park, while 


accommodated with an enlarged exit, directly interferes with cyclists and / or 


pedestrians on the shoulder.   Needless to say, traffic exiting the park to the southbound 
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lane is not accommodated with a median to complete the turn.  This is particularly 


unsafe at the posted speed of 55 mph.   


 


I hope that you will find these comments useful.  Las Positas Rd. poses a variety of 


engineered dangers that need to be addressed.  Traffic volume (especially commuter 


traffic), traffic speed and flow, and recreation use have increased significantly to the 


point where 225, once a quiet county road,  stands in immediate need of radical re-


engineering to improve its safety.   


Please feel free to call me (c. 714.317.8014) to clarify my comments, if necessary.” 


 


 “there is enough room for the bikes and any walkers already. 
 


how many bikes use this in a work day??? 
 


the weekend counts are for fun--not students or workers. 
 


this is a waste of needed funds that other roadways need. 
 


lets not plan things that you say do not have funding.” 
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 CITY OF SANTA BARBARA 
CREEKS RESTORATION/WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT  


  CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND 
PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION MINUTES 


 
SPECIAL JOINT MEETING  


 
February 17, 2016 


 
David Gebhard Public Meeting Room, 630 Garden Street 


 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
Parks and Recreation Commission Chair Lesley Wiscomb called the meeting to order at 
5:30pm. 
  
ROLL CALL 
Parks and Recreation Commission members present: Chair Lesley Wiscomb, Vice Chair 


Mark Rincon-Ibarra, Beebe Longstreet, Jim Heaton, LeeAnne French, Ed Cavazos, 
Nichol Clark  


Parks and Recreation Commission members absent: None  
Committee members present: Chair Lee Moldaver, Vice Chair Penny Owens, Paul Bullock, 


Natasha Lohmus, Betsy Weber, James Hawkins 
Committee members absent: Danielle DeSmeth 
Liaison members present: Parks and Recreation Commissioner Jim Heaton   
Liaison members absent: Planning Commissioner June Pujo, Council Member Gregg Hart 
Staff present: Parks and Recreation Director Jill Zachary, Creeks Restoration and Clean 
Water Manager Cameron Benson, Creeks Administrative Specialist Jen Hollywood,  
 
PUBLIC COMMENT  
 Daniel Mc Carter from Friends of Arroyo Burro spoke regarding oak tree care on the 
former Veronica Meadows property. 
 
 James Hawkins spoke reminding interested parties of the February 18, 2016 Planning 
Commission meeting regarding a proposed project at 251 South Hope Avenue. 
 
COMMITTEE MEMBER AND STAFF COMMUNICATIONS 
 None 
 
1. Subject: Transportation, Creek Restoration and Open Space Projects in the Las Positas 
Valley – For Review 
 


Recommendation:  
That the Commission and Committee: 
 
A. Receive an overview of the various transportation, creek restoration and 


open space projects in the Las Positas Valley; and, 
 


B. Review and provide comments on the Las Positas/Modoc Road Multiuse 
Path Project and Las Positas Creek Restoration Project. 
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Documents: 
 Staff Report – February 2016 
   
Speakers: 
 Cameron Benson - Creeks Restoration/Clean Water Manager 


Ashleigh Shue – Supervising Civil Engineer 
Jessica Grant – Project Planner  
Derrick Bailey – Transportation Engineer 


 
Committee Questions/Discussion: 


Committee members and Commissioners asked the following questions: 
 
Mr. Hawkins asked whether the existing Class II bike lane will remain on both 
sides of the roadway. 
 
Ms. Shue stated that the existing bike lane is part of the shoulder which is 
required on both sides of the roadway for safety. 
 
Ms. Lohmus asked about the setback from the creek, if any part of the project 
will take place within the banks of the creek, if the multiuse path is within the 
banks/riparian zone; and, if there will be mitigation for any loss of riparian area. 
 
Mr. Bailey responded that portions of the project are within the 100 year flood 
plane and the coastal zone, mapping of the riparian zone along the length of the 
project is currently in progress with a consultant; and, that the goal of their 
design is to avoid encroaching on the riparian zone as much as possible. 
 
Mr. Bullock asked if traffic lanes will be narrowed as part of the project; and how 
much more narrow the bike lanes will be. 
 
Mr. Bailey responded that vehicle lanes will be narrowed in some areas but 
capacity will not be reduced; and, that vehicle lanes will narrow in areas where 
traffic speed is slower, however 6 ½ feet wide Class II bike lanes will be 
maintained on both sides. 
 
Mr. Moldaver asked whether any bus lanes and stops will be affected. 
 
Mr. Bailey responded that there are currently only a few bus stops included in 
the project and they will work with MTD to update them to be ADA accessible.  
 
Mr. Rincon-Ibarra asked whether there would be a crosswalk across Las 
Positas Road at Meadows Lane. 
 
Mr. Bailey responded that there may be a median refuge island for pedestrians 
in that location. 
 
Ms. Lohmus stated that she supports taking as much of the project out of the 
riparian zone as possible; and, adding garbage receptacles along the path as  
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well as discouraging vehicles dumping garbage along the creek. 
 
Mr. Hawkins asked if it is common to have a bike path next to a bike path and if 
there are instances where it would not work; and, could the multi-use path be 
brought further from the creek if the existing bikeway was removed. 
 
Ms. Grant responded that it is similar to the multi-use path along the beach on 
Cabrillo Blvd, that they are attempting to be inclusive of young kids as well as 
adults; and, that some bicyclists may not feel comfortable riding along the faster 
roadway.  
 
Mr. Bailey stated that the shoulder that is used as the roadway bike path must 
be maintained for safety.  
 
Mr. Moldaver asked if it was anticipated that some of the project would be 
funded by Measure A grants. 
 
Mr. Bailey responded that they anticipated the project would be split into 3 
phases and they intend to apply for Measure A Funds; and, they have already 
been awarded RTP funds from the State, so they will also pursue additional 
State funding for implementation planning. 
 
Ms. Longstreet commented that she feels the safety improvements are great on 
Las Positas, that access from the west side on Veronica Springs would 
increase safety, likes that families can bike to the beach safely from the 
westside neighborhood; and feels it is wonderful to see the portion of Las 
Positas Creek being restored. 
 
Ms. French asked how the project would impact the intersection at Las Positas 
and Modoc Roads. 
 
Mr. Bailey stated that although areas of the intersection are included in the 
project, it would not impact the vehicle capacity of the intersection.  
 
Mr. Cavazos commented that he was supportive of the project, however he had 
concerns with the multiple the bike paths. 
 
Mr. Heaton stated that he supports the multiuse path project, and can see 
people getting a lot of use from the new path. 
 
Ms. Clark commented that she lives in the area, loves the idea of using the trail 
to the beaches; and, understands the concept of separating the shoulder from 
the multiuse path. 
 
Ms. French asked if there would be any access to the newly acquired Veronica 
Meadows property with the multiuse pathway project. 
 
Ms. Zachary stated that the City will consider access from Las Positas Road to 
the new open space property once the design process moves forward on the 
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new property.  
 
Mr. Benson mentioned that some of the State grant funding used to acquire the 
property at Veronica Meadows requires a conservation easement and one of 
the allowed items is a multiuse path in the area.  
 
Chair Wiscomb stated that the project looks great, as a cyclist she uses and 
would continue to use the shoulder once the multi-use path has been 
completed as there will likely be strollers, runners, and other users on the multi-
use path, that she would like to see some pull outs for emergency situations; 
and, that she has concerns about shade trees and potential droppings that 
could be a safety issue for bikes, strollers, and other wheeled vehicles.  
 
Ms. Lohmus asked if the multi-use path would include equestrian use. 
 
Mr. Bailey responded that there is currently no plan to prohibit equestrian use 
but he didn’t feel that the concrete path would be ideal for horses.  
 
Ms. French expressed gratitude towards the City departments for working 
together to design the projects. 
 
Public Comment: 
Daniel Mc Carter from the Urban Creeks Council spoke in favor of the Multi-use 
path so long as the design is to compliment rather than interfere with the creek 
restoration. 
  


ADJOURNMENT 
 
Chair Wiscomb adjourned the meeting at 6:33 p.m. 


  


Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
_________________________________ 


       Jill Zachary 
  Parks and Recreation Director 
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ARCHITECTURAL  BOARD  OF  REVIEW 


MINUTES 
 


Monday, March 14, 2016 David Gebhard Public Meeting Room:  630 Garden Street  3:00 P.M. 
BOARD MEMBERS:  KIRK GRADIN, Chair  


SCOTT HOPKINS, Vice Chair 
THIEP CUNG 


COURTNEY JANE MILLER 
KEVIN MOORE 


AMY FITZGERALD TRIPP 
WM. HOWARD WITTAUSCH 


 
CITY COUNCIL LIAISON: FRANK HOTCHKISS 
PLANNING COMMISSION LIAISON: JOHN CAMPANELLA 
PLANNING COMMISSION LIAISON (Alternate): SHEILA LODGE 
 
STAFF: JAIME LIMÓN, Design Review Supervisor 
  SUSAN GANTZ, Planning Technician 
  KATHLEEN GOO, Commission Secretary 
  Website:  www.SantaBarbaraCA.gov 
 
An archived video copy of this regular meeting of the Architectural Board of Review is viewable on computers with high 
speed internet access on the City website at www.SantaBarbaraCA.gov/ABRVideos. 
 
CALL TO ORDER: 


The Full Board meeting was called to order at 3:00 p.m. by Chair Gradin. 


ATTENDANCE: 


Members present: Gradin, Hopkins (present @ 4:13 p.m.), Miller, Moore, Tripp (present @ 4:54 p.m.) and 
Wittausch. 


Members absent: Cung. 
Staff present:   Gantz and Goo. 


GENERAL BUSINESS: 


A. Public Comment: 


No public comment. 


B. Approval of Minutes: 


Motion: Approval of the minutes of the Architectural Board of Review meeting of February 29, 2016, as 
amended. 


Action: Miller/Wittausch, 5/0/0.  Motion carried.  (Fitzgerald Tripp opposed ratification of Item 3,  
926 Indio Muerto; Miller abstained from ratification of Item 2, 915 E. Anapamu St.; Cung absent). 


C. Consent Review:  The Consent Review of March 7, 2016, was cancelled. 


Motion: Ratify the Consent Calendar of March 14, 2016.  The Consent Calendar was reviewed by Gradin 
and Miller (with the exception of Item A). 


Action:  Miller/Tripp, 6/0/0. Motion carried.  (Cung absent). 
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D. Announcements, requests by applicants for continuances and withdrawals, future agenda items, and appeals.  


a. Ms. Gantz made the following announcements: 


a) Board member Cung will be absent from the meeting. 
b) Board member Tripp will step down from Item 6, 116 E. Cota Street. 
c) Board Member Hopkins will step down from Item 1, 1200 Block Las Positas Road Multiuse Path 


Project. 
d) A mailed notice of a Public Hearing was sent to property owners surrounding a proposed project 


site at 125 E. Gutierrez Street.  This project was removed from today’s agenda at the applicant’s 
request after the notice had already been mailed.  There will be another mailed notice prior to the 
future ABR meeting date. 


e) Board member Moore later stepped down prior to review of Item 2, 1300 Block E Yanonali Street 
for the Modoc Road Multiuse Path Project. 


E. Subcommittee Reports. 


Member Miller reported on the Planning Commission appeal hearing for 1818 Castillo St. It was decided that the 
PC Liaison to ABR will attend more of the ABR meeting to better understand the Board’s decisions and processes. 


 
CONCEPT REVIEW - NEW ITEM: PUBLIC HEARING 
 
1. 1200 BLK LAS POSITAS RD 2943 SEG ID 
 (3:15) Assessor’s Parcel Number: ROW-002-943 
  Application Number:  MST2014-00055 
 Owner:   City of Santa Barbara 
 Applicant:   Derrick Bailey, Supervising Traffic Engineer 
 Applicant:   Jessica Grant, Project Planner 


(Proposal for the Las Positas Road Multiuse Path Project.  The project involves the construction of a 
multiuse path along Las Positas Road between Cliff Drive and Modoc Road.  There are five path alignment 
alternatives to consider.  The Multiuse Path would be a dedicated and protected space for bicyclists, 
runners, and pedestrians of all ages and abilities along a high speed corridor.  A portion of the project is 
located within the Coastal Zone and will require Planning Commission review of a Coastal Development 
Permit.) 
 
(Comments only; requires Environmental Assessment and Planning Commission review for a 
Coastal Development Permit.) 
 
Actual time: 3:20 p.m. 
 
Present: Jessica Grant, Project Planner; Brian Hanigan, RRM Design Group; and Ashleigh Shue, 


Supervising Engineer. 
 
Public comment opened at 3:39 p.m.  As no one wished to speak, public comment was closed. 
 
Motion: Continued indefinitely to Full Board with comments: 


1) The Board appreciates the effort and design expertise to provide enhanced bicycle and 
pedestrian corridors, and appreciates that safety is of primary importance in the effort 
to provide these pathways and connective corridors for bicyclists and pedestrians. 


2) Provide a pathway link between the northbound Class 1 pathways to Modoc Road. 
3) Provide alternative sidewalk ramp configurations that do not encourage bicyclists to 


turn out into high speed traffic. 
4) Study opportunities using natural landscaped barriers, buffers, and ramps rather than 


railings where possible. 
5) Provide landscaping, lighting, and signage details where possible. 


Action: Miller/Tripp, 5/0/0.  Motion carried.  (Hopkins stepped down, Cung absent). 
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MEETING MINUTES


CITY OF SANTA BARBARA


TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION
COMMITTEE (TCC) SPECIAL MEETING


David Gebhard Public Meeting Room
630 Garden Street, Santa Barbara, CA


Thursday, March 24, 2016, 5:30 PM 


CALL TO ORDER: Chair Boche called the meeting to order at 5:30 


ROLL CALL: 


TCC  MEMBERS U Attendees CITY STAFF PRESENT :U 


 


Hillary Blackerby
Cynthia Boche
Bob Burnham  
Edward France
E. Howard Green
Susan Horne
Kathleen Rodriguez


Present
Present
Present
Present
Present
Present
Present


Rob Dayton, Principal Transportation Planner
Kim Thaler-Strange, Administrative Specialist
Peter Brown, Mobility Coordinator
Ashleigh Shue, Supervising Engineer
Jessica Grant, Project Planner
Derrick Bailey, Supervising Transportation Engineer


CITY CONSULTANTS PRESENT:
Brian Hannegan, RRM Design,


LIAISONS PRESENT:


CHANGES TO THE AGENDA: 


Chair Boche moved Item 4 ahead of item 3


PUBLIC COMMENT:


Steve Mass of MTD wanted to inform the public that MTD has scheduled six community 
meetings regarding schedule changes.  He left flyers for the public. 


CONSENT ITEMS


Approval of Minutes from the December 10, 2015, meeting of the Transportation and Circulation 
Committee, where a quorum was present. 


MOTION:  To approve the Minutes from the December 10, 2015, meeting.
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Department charges the cruise ship and uses that money to pay for the extra shuttles.  Ms. 
Boche said that she is not sure how many shuttles are running, but it is more than two.


Las Positas/Modoc Multiuse Pathway


Jessica Grant and Ashleigh Shue introduced the project. Ms. Grant is moving to Community
Development and wanted to thank the Committee for the past eight years.  This project has been in 
concept since the 1970’s.  The City received $1.2 million for the planning and environmental 
phases of this project.  Ms. Shue is the City’s project lead, and Brian Hannegan, of RRM Design, is 
the consultant.


Brian Hannegan, ASLA from RRM Design, made the presentation for this project.


PUBLIC COMMENT:


Eve Sanford attended the public outreach event.  People were excited to get a look at this project, 
which is supported by SBBike as it completes the cross-town connection and gives riders a coastal 
connection.  She’d like to see a Class IV treatment on streets like this.


Jim Marsten asked if the railing is meant to be decorative or functional. What are the plans to go 
from the north end of Las Positas to State Street?  Mr. Hannegan said that the railing is designed 
to Caltrans standards.  It can be decorative, but is really for safety.  Mr. Brown said that are some 
potential improvements to the Class II bike lane above Modoc going towards State Street. The 
BMP envisions a Class I lane.  Staff sees the need to connect.


COMMITTEE COMMENT:


Ms. Blackerby asked about the barrier, and if there is access for emergency vehicles if someone 
gets injured mid-path.  Mr. Hannegan said there was discussion during the design process and that 
there was a roadway for first responders.


Mr. France asked what the ballpark was for cost and what the likely funding matches are.  Ms. 
Shue replied that it will be roughly $10 to $15 million for construction.  The City plans to apply for 
construction funding through the ATP, and has a pretty good chance of receiving it since the 
design was funded.  It may need to be constructed in phases.  Mr. France then asked about 
collisions at Modoc at Calle de los Amigos with traffic turning left to go west.  What is the reasoning 
behind the design at non-traffic controlled intersections? Mr. Hannegan said that there is a detail 
for treatment on the driveways and on non-signalized street crossing.  Driveway crossings will be 
striped and have warnings.  At street corners there will be stop signs on the path, as well as 
striping.  Mr. France asked about comparisons for using the roadway and retaining wall vs. 
connecting Las Positas Place.  Mr. Hannegan said that the design was looked at using a wide 
open space and that staff was directed to keep it closer to Las Positas Road.


Ms. Rodriguez pointed out that the corner of Modoc and Calle de Los Amigos is trouble.  There are 
a lot of senior drivers and the prevailing speed was high. The speed limit was set because it was 
the prevailing speed. She is glad that there will be a crosswalk and trees and medians to help slow 
people down coming from Modoc and La Cumbre.  Mr. Dayton explained that there is a policy in 
the Circulation Element to support legislative changes for speed limits.  Ms. Rodriguez said that 
there will be a huge improvement with the crossing down by the condos on the freeway side. She 
added that the Chumash used to use that beach, and at one time it was a horse path.  It’s very 
respectful that we are trying to make this prettier and safer for people.
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Mr. Green had questions.  On sheet 2, by the church, there is green striping on the multiuse path 
but not on the bike path.  The fact that it seems like it is important enough to put on multiuse path, it 
would be appropriate on the roadway.  We don’t see the green striping until page 6 of the plan.
This raises questions on page 6 which is the first time we see green stripes.  We should be putting 
green on a lot of this.  Was there staff direction or was it a judgment call. Mr. Hannegan said that 
on page 5 there is green across some of the driveways. The green probably didn’t make it onto 
this plan set. Mr. Green then asked how will bicycles going to make a choice between using the 
shoulder and the path. Brian: There are different user groups.  Cyclists will be more likely to use 
the Class II, and not be as concerned about the people on the Class I. The corridor was made as 
wide as possible.  We have to narrow it when we get to the Caltrans’s wall.  The narrowest part of 
the path is 10 feet Pedestrians and Bicyclists will have to be self-policing.


Ms. Blackerby thanked Ms. Grant for her hard work on this project and so many others.  


Ms. Rodriguez pointed out that when her father has taken walks with her, she has had to walk out 
to see if traffic was coming because there is a blind right turn due to heavy shrubbery.  The 
shrubbery is nice, but needs to be a consideration at the corners. A similar situation exists at the 
entry of Vista del Monte.  Mr. Hannegan replied that in design those corridors would be open. Ms. 
Rodriguez said that it was too bad the project has to end at that corner, because when it’s all done 
we will still have a gap from Calle de Los Amigos to the bike path that goes to the University.  The 
County needs to do something about that as it is their jurisdiction. Mr. Hannegan has met with the 
County and they are excited about looking at that connection which would complete the system.  
She noted that the path to the beach is a bit treacherous. Mr. Hannegan said that there are ways to 
change the grade and the connection.


Mr. France loves the project; it is very well done.  He is concerned about the project costs.  If we 
can get the ATP grant that would be great; however, if that is not straightforward due to costs, we 
need to think strategically to make sure there are some backup cost saving scenarios before 
design.  This project is a priority and will help connect the coastline. Mr. Brown noted that we have 
been thinking of costs, and there are a couple ways to address them.  The costs are attributed to 
the places where the work needs to be done.  Options include looking at phasing the project.  If we 
applied for and received the ATP grant, staff would look at three phases to spread the costs out.  
He also pointed out that a Class IV lane is similar to a Class I, with full separation, but the Class IV 
doesn’t leave the right of way. Staff will bring this back to the TCC with cost savings opportunities.


Mr. Green asked staff to comment on a letter that came from a member of the public regarding the 
yellow truncated domes at intersections.  Mr. Brown said that the truncated domes indicate where 
the sidewalk ends and the roadway begins, and where bicycles and pedestrians leave protected 
travel.  There are no safety issues.


. Election of Chair and Vice Chair


Ms. Horne nominated Ms. Rodriguez for Chair.  Ms. Rodriguez refused.  Mr. Burnham also 
declined Chair.  Ms. Rodriguez would be fine with being Vice Chair.


MOTION:  That Hillary Blackerby be TCC Chair for 2016


Motion made by France, seconded by Green


Ayes: 7 Noes: 0 Abstain:  Absent: 0
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MOTION:  That Kathleen Rodriguez be TCC Vice Chair for 2016


Motion made by Blackerby, seconded by Burnham


Ayes: 7 Noes: 0 Abstain:  Absent: 0


Chair Boche adjourned the meeting at 7:52 PM
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Background 


The City of Santa Barbara intends to construct a Class 1 bike path adjacent to Las Positas Road.  
There is expected to be increased demand for movements between the path and Elings Park, which 
lie on opposite sides of Las Positas Road.  A safe, controlled crossing between the path and the park 
is necessary for bike and pedestrian safety. 


Site Characteristics 


In this section of Las Positas Road there are two lanes in each direction, and a 55mph posted speed 
limit.  There are currently no sidewalks or lighting.  There is an MTD bus stop for northbound on south 
leg of the intersection.   


This driveway is the primary access point for Elings Park, a regional park in Santa Barbara.  The 
driveway is stop controlled at Las Positas Road. 


Corner sight distance from the driveway exceeds those listed in the Caltrans highway design manual. 


The nearest traffic signal is at Veronica Springs Road, which is approximately 1,750-feet north of this 
driveway. 


Data Collection 


Las Positas Road 


 Total Las Positas Road Average Daily Traffic: 14,300 


Jerry Harwin Parkway (Elings Park Driveway) 


 Total Jerry Harwin Parkway Average Daily Traffic: 974 


Five pedestrians and ten cyclists were observed crossing Las Positas Road in the vicinity of the 
driveway during the study hour. 


Projected Use 


When the multi use path is completed on the west side of Las Positas Road, there will be an increase 
in demand for crossings by cyclists and pedestrians to Elings Park on the east side of Las Positas 
Road.  During peak time and times that Elings Park is hosting special events, the expected crossings 
are: 


 Between 60 and 80 cyclists per hour 


 Between 15 and 20 pedestrians per hour 
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Crash History 


The crash history for this intersection was researched using SWITRS and Santa Barbara City Police 
records.  The research revealed that no collisions susceptible to correction by a traffic signal occurred 
between 01/01/2013 and 12/31/2015. 


Delay Calculations 


The following vehicle delays were modeled in Synchro traffic analysis software. 


Expected PM Peak Hour Delay, With and Without Traffic Signal 


Intersection 


Overall Intersection Delay Minor Street Delay Major Street Delay 


TW Stop 
Control Signal Control TW Stop 


Control Signal Control TW Stop 
Control Signal Control 


Las Positas Road at 
Jerry Harwin Parkway 


1.6s 6.5s 25.5s 20.6s 0s 5.4s 


 


As illustrated above, there will be a slight improvement in delay for westbound (park exit) movements 
during the peak hour, but there will be an overall increase in delay. 


Due to the spacing to the nearest traffic signal (1,700-feet to Veronica Springs), and the infrequent 
side street calls for service during non-peak times, the signal should be operated in fully actuated 
mode with advanced dilemma zone detection.  The signal will dwell in green for Las Positas in the 
absence of a side street call. 


Traffic Signal Warrant Analysis 


California Vehicle Code 21400 and 21401.(a) directs the Department of Transpiration to establish 
rules prescribing uniform standards and specifications for traffic control devices. Per Title 23 Code of 
Federal Regulations (23 CFR 655.603(b)(1)), the state established rules must be in substantial 
conformance with the National Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) published by the 
Federal Highway Administration.   


The California MUTCD is largely based on the Federal MUTCD, with state specific supplemental 
information.  Regarding the installation of traffic signals, the California MUTCD states that: 


“An Engineering study of traffic conditions, pedestrian characteristics, and physical characteristics of 
the location shall be performed to determine whether installation of a traffic control signal is justified at 
a particular location. 


The investigation of the need for a traffic control signal shall include an analysis of the applicable 
factors contained in the following traffic signal warrants and other factors related to existing operation 
and safety at the study location: 
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 Warrant 1, Eight-Hour Vehicular Volume. 
 Warrant 2, Four-Hour Vehicular Volume. 
 Warrant 3, Peak Hour. 
 Warrant 4, Pedestrian Volume. 
 Warrant 5, School Crossing. 
 Warrant 6, Coordinated Signal System. 
 Warrant 7, Crash Experience. 
 Warrant 8, Roadway Network. 
 Warrant 9, Railroad Crossing. 
 Warrant 10, California Bicycle. 


The satisfaction of a traffic signal warrant or warrants shall not in itself require the installation of a 
traffic control signal.” 


The Manual goes on to state that: 


 “A traffic control signal should not be installed unless one or more of the factors described in 
this Chapter are met. 


 A traffic control signal should not be installed unless an engineering study indicates that 
installing a traffic control signal will improve the overall safety and/or operation of the 
intersection. 


 A traffic control signal should not be installed if it will seriously disrupt progressive traffic flow.” 


For this study: 


 The speed limit at this location is 55mph, so the 70% factor was applied. 


 Output from the numerical analysis is at the back of the report. 


The data collected was used to perform a traffic signal warrant analysis.  The following table presents 
a summary of the results. 
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Traffic Signal Warrant Analysis Summary 


Warrant Number Warrant Met? 


1 


A – Minimum Vehicular Volume No 


No B – Interruption of Continuous Traffic No 


C – Combination of Warrants No 


2 Four Hour Vehicular Volume No 


3 
A – Peak Hour Delay No 


No 
B – Peak Hour Volumes No 


4 Pedestrian Volume No 


5 School Crossing No 


6 Coordinated Signal Systems N/A 


7 Crash Experience No 


8 Roadway Network N/A 


9 Railroad Crossing N/A 


10 Bicycle Volume (Cal) Yes 


Number of Warrants Satisfied 1 


 


Warrant #1A, 1B, & 1C, Eight Hour Vehicle Volume 


The minimum volume thresholds for this warrant were not satisfied for any hours for #1A, and four 
hours per day for #1B.. 


Warrant #2, Four Hour Vehicle Volume 


The minimum volume thresholds for this warrant were not satisfied for any hours. 


Warrant #3, Peak Hour Vehicle Volume 


The minimum volume thresholds for this warrant were not satisfied for any hours of the day. 
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Warrant #4, Pedestrian Volume 


The minimum volume thresholds for this warrant are 100 pedestrian per hour for at least four hours 
per day, or 190 pedestrians for at least one hour per day.  Even after completion of the path, 
approximately 15 to 20 pedestrian crossings during peak hours are expected. 


It is worth noting that the HAWK warrant is met with 20 pedestrian crossings per hour.  However, 
HAWK signals are currently not allowed at major driveway intersections per the MUTCD. 


Warrant #5, School Crossing 


This warrant requires the consideration of number and size of groups of school children, and the size 
of available gaps in the traffic stream, with a minimum of 20 students during the highest hour.  No 
school aged pedestrians were observed crossing at this driveway, therefore the warrant is not 
satisfied. 


Warrant #6, Coordinated Signal System 


Progressive movement in a coordinated signal system sometimes necessitates installing traffic control 
signals at intersections where they would not otherwise be needed in order to maintain proper 
platooning of vehicles.  This warrant should not be applied where the resultant spacing of traffic 
signals would be less than 1,000 feet. 


Warrant #7, Crash Experience 


The crash experience warrant is intended for application where the severity and frequency are the 
principal reasons to consider installing a traffic signal.  At a minimum, give or reported crashes of 
types susceptible to correction of a traffic signal have been reported within a 12-month period.  In this 
case, there have been no documented correctable collisions between 01-01-2013 and 12-31-2015. 


Warrant #8, Roadway Network 


The roadway network warrant considers the common intersection of two or more major routes.  Jerry 
Harwin Parkway is not a major route, so this warrant is not satisfied. 


Warrant #9, Railroad At-Grade Crossing 


The railroad at-grade crossing warrant is intended for locations where signalization will improve traffic 
operations and safety due to the proximity of the railroad crossing.  In this case, no railroad crossing is 
nearby, therefore this warrant is not applicable. 


Warrant #10, California Bicycle 


A bicycle signal should be considered for use when volume and collision or volume and intersection 
geometry warrants have been met, including a minimum bicycle volume of 50 during the peak hour. 
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At this location, the bicycle warrant is met. 


California MUTCD Bicycle Warrant Analysis Results 


Intersection 


Volume Warrant Collision Warrant Geometric Warrant 
At Least 2 


of 3 
Satisfied?Bike 


Volume 
Hourly 
Traffic 


Volume 
Cross 


Product 
Greater 


Than 
50,000? 


Max 12-
Month 


Collisions 
Two or 


Greater? 
Separated 


Path? 
Other 
Bike 


Facility? * 


Las Positas Road at 
Jerry Harwin Parkway 


80 1,255 100,400 Yes 0 No Yes No Yes 
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Signal Warrants - Summary


Major Street Approaches Minor Street Approaches


Northbound:   Las Positas Rd
Number of Lanes: 1
85% Speed > 40 MPH.
Total Approach Volume: 7,026


Southbound:   Las Positas Rd
Number of Lanes: 1
85% Speed > 40 MPH.
Total Approach Volume: 7,270


Westbound:   Jerry Harwin
Number of Lanes: 2


Total Approach Volume: 492


Warrant Summary (Rural values apply.)


 Warrant 1 - Eight Hour Vehicular Volumes  ............................................................................................ Not Satisfied


 Warrant 1A - Minimum Vehicular Volume  ......................................................................................... Not Satisfied
Required volumes reached for 0 hours, 8 are needed


 Warrant 1B - Interruption of Continuous Traffic  .............................................................................. Not Satisfied
Required volumes reached for 1 hours, 8 are needed


 Warrant 1 A&B - Combination of Warrants  ...................................................................................... Not Satisfied
Required volumes reached for 0 hours, 8 are needed


 Warrant 2 - Four Hour Volumes  .............................................................................................................. Not Satisfied
Number of hours (0) volumes exceed minimum < minimum required (4).


 Warrant 3 - Peak Hour  ............................................................................................................................. Not Satisfied


 Warrant 3A - Peak Hour Delay  ........................................................................................................... Not Satisfied
Approach volumes on minor street don't exceed minimums for any hour. Delay data not evaluated.


 Warrant 3B - Peak Hour Volumes  ...................................................................................................... Not Satisfied
Volumes do not exceed minimums for any hour.


 Warrant 4 - Pedestrian Volumes  ............................................................................................................. Not Satisfied
Required 4 Hr pedestrian volume reached for 0 hour(s) and the single hour volume for 0 hour(s)


 Warrant 5 - School Crossing  ................................................................................................................... Not Evaluated


 Warrant 6 - Coordinated Signal System  ................................................................................................. Not Satisfied
No adjacent coordinated signals are present


 Warrant 7 - Crash Experience  ................................................................................................................. Not Satisfied
Number of accidents (0) is less than minimum (5). Volume minimums are not met.


 Warrant 8 - Roadway Network  ................................................................................................................ Not Evaluated


 Warrant 9 - Intersection Near a Grade Crossing  ................................................................................... Not Evaluated
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Signal Warrants - Summary
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Peak Hour Warrant
Four Hour Warrant


[Rural,  1 major lane and 2+ minor lane curves used]
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16 17
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Analysis of 8-Hour Volume Warrants:
War 1A-Minimum Volume War 1B-Interruption of Traffic War 1C-Combination of Warrants


Hour Major Minor Maj Min Hour Major Minor Maj Min Hour Major Minor Maj Min
Begin Total Vol Dir 350 140 Begin Total Vol Dir 525 70 Begin Total Vol Dir 420 112
17:00 1,255 68 W Yes No 15:15 1,151 77 W Yes Yes 17:00 1,255 68 W Yes No 
16:45 1,255 68 W Yes No 17:00 1,255 68 W Yes No 16:45 1,255 68 W Yes No 
16:30 1,255 68 W Yes No 16:45 1,255 68 W Yes No 16:30 1,255 68 W Yes No 
16:15 1,255 68 W Yes No 16:30 1,255 68 W Yes No 16:15 1,255 68 W Yes No 
16:00 1,151 77 W Yes No 16:15 1,255 68 W Yes No 16:00 1,151 77 W Yes No 
15:45 1,151 77 W Yes No 15:00 1,101 44 W Yes No 15:45 1,151 77 W Yes No 
15:30 1,151 77 W Yes No 14:45 1,101 44 W Yes No 15:30 1,151 77 W Yes No 
15:15 1,151 77 W Yes No 14:30 1,101 44 W Yes No 15:15 1,151 77 W Yes No 
15:00 1,101 44 W Yes No 14:15 1,101 44 W Yes No 15:00 1,101 44 W Yes No 
14:45 1,101 44 W Yes No 08:00 1,084 31 W Yes No 14:45 1,101 44 W Yes No 
14:30 1,101 44 W Yes No 07:45 1,084 31 W Yes No 14:30 1,101 44 W Yes No 
14:15 1,101 44 W Yes No 07:30 1,084 31 W Yes No 14:15 1,101 44 W Yes No 
08:00 1,084 31 W Yes No 07:15 1,084 31 W Yes No 08:00 1,084 31 W Yes No 
07:45 1,084 31 W Yes No 14:00 994 36 W Yes No 07:45 1,084 31 W Yes No 
07:30 1,084 31 W Yes No 13:45 994 36 W Yes No 07:30 1,084 31 W Yes No 
07:15 1,084 31 W Yes No 13:30 994 36 W Yes No 07:15 1,084 31 W Yes No 
14:00 994 36 W Yes No 13:15 994 36 W Yes No 14:00 994 36 W Yes No 
13:45 994 36 W Yes No 18:00 989 37 W Yes No 13:45 994 36 W Yes No 
13:30 994 36 W Yes No 17:45 989 37 W Yes No 13:30 994 36 W Yes No 
13:15 994 36 W Yes No 17:30 989 37 W Yes No 13:15 994 36 W Yes No 
18:00 989 37 W Yes No 17:15 989 37 W Yes No 18:00 989 37 W Yes No 
17:45 989 37 W Yes No 12:00 988 28 W Yes No 17:45 989 37 W Yes No 
17:30 989 37 W Yes No 11:45 988 28 W Yes No 17:30 989 37 W Yes No 
17:15 989 37 W Yes No 11:30 988 28 W Yes No 17:15 989 37 W Yes No 
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HCM 2010 TWSC
3: Las Positas Road & Elings Park Ent 6/7/2016


   Baseline Synchro 9 Report
Page 1


Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 1.6
 


Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Traffic Vol, veh/h 39 39 543 20 20 712
Future Vol, veh/h 39 39 543 20 20 712
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 0 - 0 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 42 42 590 22 22 774
 


Major/Minor Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 1407 590 0 0 590 0
          Stage 1 590 - - - - -
          Stage 2 817 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 6.42 6.22 - - 4.12 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.42 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.42 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 3.318 - - 2.218 -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 153 508 - - 985 -
          Stage 1 554 - - - - -
          Stage 2 434 - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 150 508 - - 985 -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 150 - - - - -
          Stage 1 554 - - - - -
          Stage 2 424 - - - - -
 


Approach WB NB SB
HCM Control Delay, s 25.5 0 0.2
HCM LOS D
 


Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLn1WBLn2 SBL SBT
Capacity (veh/h) - - 150 508 985 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.283 0.083 0.022 -
HCM Control Delay (s) - - 38.2 12.7 8.7 -
HCM Lane LOS - - E B A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - - 1.1 0.3 0.1 -
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis
3: Las Positas Road & Elings Park Ent 6/7/2016


   Baseline Synchro 9 Report
Page 1


Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations
Traffic Volume (vph) 39 39 543 20 20 712
Future Volume (vph) 39 39 543 20 20 712
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Total Lost time (s) 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 1.00 0.85 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00
Flt Protected 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.95 1.00
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 1583 1863 1583 1770 1863
Flt Permitted 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.95 1.00
Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 1583 1863 1583 1770 1863
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92
Adj. Flow (vph) 42 42 590 22 22 774
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 39 0 9 0 0
Lane Group Flow (vph) 42 3 590 13 22 774
Turn Type Perm Perm NA Perm Prot NA
Protected Phases 2 1 6
Permitted Phases 8 8 2
Actuated Green, G (s) 3.8 3.8 28.7 28.7 0.8 34.0
Effective Green, g (s) 3.8 3.8 28.7 28.7 0.8 34.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.08 0.08 0.61 0.61 0.02 0.73
Clearance Time (s) 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 143 128 1142 970 30 1353
v/s Ratio Prot 0.32 0.01 c0.42
v/s Ratio Perm c0.02 0.00 0.01
v/c Ratio 0.29 0.03 0.52 0.01 0.73 0.57
Uniform Delay, d1 20.2 19.8 5.1 3.5 22.9 3.0
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Incremental Delay, d2 1.1 0.1 0.4 0.0 63.0 0.6
Delay (s) 21.4 19.9 5.5 3.5 85.9 3.6
Level of Service C B A A F A
Approach Delay (s) 20.6 5.4 5.9
Approach LOS C A A


Intersection Summary
HCM 2000 Control Delay 6.5 HCM 2000 Level of Service A
HCM 2000 Volume to Capacity ratio 0.62
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 46.8 Sum of lost time (s) 13.5
Intersection Capacity Utilization 49.1% ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15
c    Critical Lane Group
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Weekly Volume (Volume factor 0.5)


SC-1 May 2016


Eling Park


Jerry Harwin Pkwy


Interval 


Start


Mon


5/2/2016


Tue


5/3/2016


Fri


5/6/2016


Wed


5/4/2016


Thu


5/5/2016


Sat


5/7/2016


Sun


5/8/2016


Mon - Fri


Average
OUT IN INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT


12:00 AM - - - - 0 0 0 0.0- - - - 0 0 0 0.0


1:00 AM - - - - 0 0 0 0.0- - - - 0 0 0 0.0


2:00 AM - - - - 0 0 0 0.0- - - - 0 0 0 0.0


3:00 AM - - - - 0 0 0 0.0- - - - 0 0 0 0.0


4:00 AM - - - - 0 0 0 0.0- - - - 0 0 0 0.0


5:00 AM - - - - 3 1 2 3.0- - - - 18 2 4 18.0


6:00 AM - - - - 23 7 6 23.0- - - - 24 15 12 24.0


7:00 AM - - - - 21 31 12 21.0- - - - 34 104 44 34.0


8:00 AM - - - - 39 37 30 39.0- - - - 30 64 27 30.0


9:00 AM - - - - 30 106 36 30.0- - - - 28 115 44 28.0


10:00 AM - - - - 29 105 39 29.0- - - - 19 87 24 19.0


11:00 AM - - - - 23 58 24 23.0- - - - 22 77 28 22.0


12:00 PM - - - - 17 101 45 17.0- - - - 30 30 19 30.0


1:00 PM - - - 21 25 56 30 23.0- - - 20 41 47 25 30.5


2:00 PM - - - 37 38 32 24 37.5- - - 44 92 69 27 68.0


3:00 PM - - - 57 60 72 26 58.5- - - 101 70 56 29 85.5


4:00 PM - - - 66 87 29 29 76.5- - - 83 52 29 21 67.5


5:00 PM - - - 81 72 47 17 76.5- - - 44 43 17 16 43.5


6:00 PM - - - 60 96 14 26 78.0- - - 15 108 4 16 61.5


7:00 PM - - - 16 62 10 4 39.0- - - 2 59 6 0 30.5


8:00 PM - - - 1 98 5 0 49.5- - - 0 57 8 0 28.5


9:00 PM - - - 0 17 37 0 8.5- - - 0 8 13 0 4.0


10:00 PM - - - 0 10 2 0 5.0- - - 0 7 3 0 3.5


11:00 PM - - - 1 0 2 0 0.5- - - 0 0 0 0 0.0


12:00 AM - 


12:00 PM


Volume


Peak Hours


Totals 0 0 0 340 750


Factor


752 350 637.5


Volume


12:00 PM - 


12:00 AM


Factor


0 0 0 309 742 746 336 628.0


Combined 0 0 0 649 1492 1498 686 1265.5


Split (%) 52.4- 50.347.6--- -- 49.650.449.050.249.7 51.049.8


0.770.730.660.650.860.640.770.73--------


34.041.053441241173441--------


7:00 AM8:15 AM
7:30 


AM


9:45 


AM


8:45 


AM


10:30 


AM


7:00 


AM


8:15 


AM
--------


0.840.840.940.630.690.520.900.820.720.79------


91.089.03045861011089810385------


2:45 PM4:30 PM
3:15 


PM


12:00 


PM


2:30 


PM


12:00 


PM


6:00 


PM


6:15 


PM


3:15 


PM


4:30 


PM
------


1
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Weekly Volume (Volume factor 0.5)


SC-1 May 2016


Eling Park


Jerry Harwin Pkwy


Interval 


Start


Mon


5/9/2016


Tue


5/10/2016


Fri


5/13/2016


Wed


5/11/2016


Thu


5/12/2016


Sat


5/14/2016


Sun


5/15/2016


Mon - Fri


Average
OUT IN INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT


12:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


1:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


2:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


3:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


4:00 AM 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0.20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


5:00 AM 2 2 1 2 4 1 3 2.212 15 11 11 13 3 7 12.4


6:00 AM 16 15 17 14 14 7 5 15.226 23 21 20 24 15 9 22.8


7:00 AM 27 25 21 25 25 19 17 24.638 22 32 31 33 50 54 31.2


8:00 AM 30 30 37 27 30 28 26 30.838 29 34 38 25 56 33 32.8


9:00 AM 17 20 33 27 32 67 53 25.840 38 24 29 33 77 80 32.8


10:00 AM 39 38 18 38 43 98 33 35.222 19 22 26 32 84 29 24.2


11:00 AM 29 25 32 22 19 33 52 25.421 26 36 24 21 38 49 25.6


12:00 PM 36 26 26 29 21 104 44 27.617 24 19 20 22 61 42 20.4


1:00 PM 22 24 19 15 24 29 64 20.831 28 33 30 33 50 34 31.0


2:00 PM 46 32 44 31 29 35 39 36.443 29 44 25 39 68 36 36.0


3:00 PM 41 38 52 30 57 34 39 43.694 57 99 78 61 40 29 77.8


4:00 PM 107 59 98 68 53 69 37 77.080 43 88 54 73 45 24 67.6


5:00 PM 84 26 115 58 56 36 34 67.873 13 74 37 53 24 18 50.0


6:00 PM 43 23 40 45 33 36 32 36.810 13 16 17 14 19 10 14.0


7:00 PM 6 29 8 9 58 6 4 22.00 14 0 0 1 2 1 3.0


8:00 PM 1 0 0 0 0 14 0 0.20 0 0 0 0 8 0 0.0


9:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 26 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 18 0 0.0


10:00 PM 0 0 0 1 0 12 0 0.20 0 0 0 0 4 0 0.0


11:00 PM 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 0.60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


12:00 AM - 


12:00 PM


Volume


Peak Hours


Totals 546 412 563 443 498


Factor


655 484 492.4


Volume


12:00 PM - 


12:00 AM


Factor


545 393 553 440 477 662 455 481.6


Combined 1091 805 1116 883 975 1317 939 974.0


Split (%) 50.249.6 51.149.850.450.050.0 48.851.2 49.450.648.549.748.9 51.550.3


0.820.810.770.490.800.630.770.631.000.450.930.810.680.630.720.81


36.235.28055909937434040373938384639


7:30 AM
10:00 


AM


9:00 


AM


9:15 


AM


8:45 


AM


10:15 


AM


7:15 


AM


10:00 


AM


8:15 


AM


9:30 


AM


7:30 


AM


8:15 


AM


9:00 


AM


9:45 


AM


7:45 


AM


10:00 


AM


0.860.640.790.560.660.520.850.810.700.700.780.530.620.670.700.56


83.677.4446769104786578811191155759117107


3:15 PM3:45 PM
12:15 


PM


1:15 


PM


2:30 


PM


12:00 


PM


4:15 


PM


3:15 


PM


3:00 


PM


4:30 


PM


3:30 


PM


5:00 


PM


3:00 


PM


4:00 


PM


3:15 


PM


4:00 


PM


2


Part_C_Att_J_TS_Warrant







Weekly Volume (Volume factor 0.5)


SC-1 May 2016


Eling Park


Jerry Harwin Pkwy


Interval 


Start


Mon


5/16/2016


Tue


5/17/2016


Fri


5/20/2016


Wed


5/18/2016


Thu


5/19/2016


Sat


5/21/2016


Sun


5/22/2016


Mon - Fri


Average
OUT IN INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT


12:00 AM 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0.40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


1:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


2:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


3:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


4:00 AM 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


5:00 AM 2 2 2 2 4 1 2 2.415 14 12 13 15 7 8 13.8


6:00 AM 19 13 22 25 15 13 13 18.823 16 12 20 12 21 16 16.6


7:00 AM 27 38 23 34 23 21 15 29.036 32 39 44 42 69 18 38.6


8:00 AM 33 25 47 52 38 21 14 39.047 23 31 38 27 45 12 33.2


9:00 AM 35 32 48 40 32 62 20 37.443 35 28 25 32 108 18 32.6


10:00 AM 42 57 28 22 32 108 17 36.230 29 24 29 25 85 26 27.4


11:00 AM 43 32 37 24 29 52 21 33.020 34 20 21 32 44 45 25.4


12:00 PM 29 41 19 31 27 120 23 29.426 26 20 22 31 50 61 25.0


1:00 PM 23 30 43 24 38 33 31 31.619 35 34 22 32 89 34 28.4


2:00 PM 48 66 68 29 54 41 54 53.045 31 46 20 46 44 28 37.6


3:00 PM 50 45 66 41 46 42 64 49.696 61 93 85 87 37 30 84.4


4:00 PM 125 85 154 64 65 45 29 98.671 56 100 55 83 25 25 73.0


5:00 PM 120 50 178 48 74 51 19 94.064 36 133 27 55 17 23 63.0


6:00 PM 32 50 46 40 47 28 14 43.020 15 23 12 18 7 9 17.6


7:00 PM 9 10 65 13 41 11 30 27.61 1 2 2 3 5 4 1.8


8:00 PM 0 0 56 7 0 19 0 12.60 1 0 0 0 8 0 0.2


9:00 PM 0 2 0 0 0 23 1 0.40 0 0 0 0 4 0 0.0


10:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.2


11:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


12:00 AM - 


12:00 PM


Volume


Peak Hours


Totals 639 578 904 496 565


Factor


691 367 636.4


Volume


12:00 PM - 


12:00 AM


Factor


557 445 617 435 540 665 357 518.8


Combined 1196 1023 1521 931 1105 1356 724 1155.2


Split (%) 53.340.6 51.146.759.446.653.4 43.556.5 44.955.149.351.048.9 50.749.0


0.790.840.700.640.610.500.880.790.790.780.770.680.730.870.790.45


38.639.8452310812042384456434938595443


7:00 AM7:30 AM
11:00 


AM


6:45 


AM


9:00 


AM


10:15 


AM


7:00 


AM


8:00 


AM


7:00 


AM


7:30 


AM


7:30 


AM


7:45 


AM


9:15 


AM


10:15 


AM


8:45 


AM


11:00 


AM


0.910.790.660.710.770.650.760.830.680.730.730.450.660.730.850.74


93.698.6617489120918087671401786187112125


3:15 PM4:00 PM
12:00 


PM


2:45 


PM


1:00 


PM


12:00 


PM


3:15 


PM


4:45 


PM


3:15 


PM


4:30 


PM


4:45 


PM


5:00 


PM


2:45 


PM


3:45 


PM


3:15 


PM


4:00 


PM
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Weekly Volume (Volume factor 0.5)


SC-1 May 2016


Eling Park


Jerry Harwin Pkwy


Interval 


Start


Mon


5/23/2016


Tue


5/24/2016


Fri


5/27/2016


Wed


5/25/2016


Thu


5/26/2016


Sat


5/28/2016


Sun


5/29/2016


Mon - Fri


Average
OUT IN INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT


12:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


1:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


2:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


3:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


4:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


5:00 AM 7 4 3 4 5 1 2 4.617 13 13 11 13 17 9 13.4


6:00 AM 13 16 16 19 17 25 10 16.215 21 16 24 16 116 58 18.4


7:00 AM 23 22 21 26 23 30 26 23.046 27 34 43 35 89 75 37.0


8:00 AM 38 23 35 32 28 36 27 31.247 41 38 39 31 116 105 39.2


9:00 AM 32 35 24 30 35 56 57 31.233 27 25 27 30 74 72 28.4


10:00 AM 41 37 25 21 26 65 107 30.039 30 25 21 23 78 86 27.6


11:00 AM 42 33 30 39 22 104 57 33.220 30 29 18 24 84 57 24.2


12:00 PM 36 29 31 20 28 91 90 28.827 16 18 10 26 62 70 19.4


1:00 PM 18 16 28 16 22 53 85 20.025 22 30 32 28 36 58 27.4


2:00 PM 32 33 46 34 27 102 60 34.432 30 42 35 32 47 59 34.2


3:00 PM 29 33 23 29 39 49 102 30.634 38 33 41 138 47 74 56.8


4:00 PM 43 49 40 49 50 115 51 46.253 55 39 54 57 26 36 51.6


5:00 PM 33 37 25 53 52 41 26 40.091 67 90 87 54 22 17 77.8


6:00 PM 56 56 55 59 86 38 17 62.455 64 67 43 32 6 8 52.2


7:00 PM 53 42 64 38 71 10 18 53.65 49 32 25 10 3 4 24.2


8:00 PM 47 30 53 37 23 2 28 38.00 6 5 1 0 0 4 2.4


9:00 PM 2 61 28 17 0 0 29 21.60 0 0 0 0 0 4 0.0


10:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


11:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


12:00 AM - 


12:00 PM


Volume


Peak Hours


Totals 545 556 547 523 554


Factor


818 797 545.0


Volume


12:00 PM - 


12:00 AM


Factor


539 536 536 511 549 823 796 534.2


Combined 1084 1092 1083 1034 1103 1641 1593 1079.2


Split (%) 50.649.5 50.249.450.549.750.3 49.150.9 49.550.550.049.849.8 50.050.2


0.890.840.770.560.600.760.670.750.780.490.750.880.730.730.840.79


40.633.610512212410435365041393541415444


7:15 AM8:15 AM
8:00 


AM


9:45 


AM


6:30 


AM


11:00 


AM


6:45 


AM


8:45 


AM


7:15 


AM


10:45 


AM


8:30 


AM


8:00 


AM


8:00 


AM


10:30 


AM


7:15 


AM


8:15 


AM


0.700.730.580.630.700.620.750.860.690.700.650.690.780.590.590.54


88.269.69211962134138110102629672816110376


4:45 PM6:15 PM
3:15 


PM


3:15 


PM


12:00 


PM


3:45 


PM


3:00 


PM


6:30 


PM


4:30 


PM


6:15 


PM


4:45 


PM


7:30 


PM


4:45 


PM


8:45 


PM


4:45 


PM


6:30 


PM
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Weekly Volume (Volume factor 0.5)


SC-1 May 2016


Eling Park


Jerry Harwin Pkwy


Interval 


Start


Mon


5/30/2016


Tue


5/31/2016


Fri


6/3/2016


Wed


6/1/2016


Thu


6/2/2016


Sat


6/4/2016


Sun


6/5/2016


Mon - Fri


Average
OUT IN INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT INOUT


12:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


1:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


2:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


3:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0


4:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0.00 0 0 0 2 1 4 0.4


5:00 AM 8 1 3 2 2 1 1 3.240 12 13 13 16 6 3 18.8


6:00 AM 24 16 17 16 20 6 5 18.689 18 18 22 11 10 19 31.6


7:00 AM 37 19 31 25 11 16 24 24.681 30 53 37 34 25 108 47.0


8:00 AM 62 32 41 44 33 26 28 42.479 34 25 46 28 55 57 42.4


9:00 AM 66 29 27 36 30 23 32 37.694 20 30 42 33 54 76 43.8


10:00 AM 126 21 32 47 35 27 99 52.282 25 23 23 22 40 74 35.0


11:00 AM 38 32 23 26 29 27 52 29.662 36 19 28 30 56 44 35.0


12:00 PM 81 32 27 20 24 34 73 36.853 37 27 27 28 37 18 34.4


1:00 PM 52 34 18 30 34 36 - 33.641 38 32 20 32 29 - 32.6


2:00 PM 56 36 22 30 60 52 - 40.825 26 25 33 65 73 - 34.8


3:00 PM 116 31 35 37 37 29 - 51.236 44 41 61 50 44 - 46.4


4:00 PM 30 56 54 54 30 42 - 44.832 66 49 66 44 29 - 51.4


5:00 PM 31 45 33 42 34 43 - 37.025 105 97 101 59 18 - 77.4


6:00 PM 26 98 46 90 38 70 - 59.610 72 70 68 31 13 - 50.2


7:00 PM 9 50 93 51 47 29 - 50.05 59 46 46 7 5 - 32.6


8:00 PM 8 34 43 34 35 19 - 30.80 3 7 4 2 3 - 3.2


9:00 PM 0 64 38 67 33 43 - 40.40 0 0 0 7 4 - 1.4


10:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 17 - 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 - 0.0


11:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 - 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 - 0.0


12:00 AM - 


12:00 PM


Volume


Peak Hours


Totals 770 630 583 651 532


Factor


540 318 633.2


Volume


12:00 PM - 


12:00 AM


Factor


754 625 575 637 501 502 403 618.4


Combined 1524 1255 1158 1288 1033 1042 721 1251.6


Split (%) 50.549.7 51.549.550.349.550.5 49.850.2 49.450.655.951.848.5 44.148.2


0.950.670.680.830.780.750.980.630.840.780.880.680.910.700.810.57


51.052.2114995930393547475341404297126


7:15 AM
10:00 


AM


7:15 


AM


10:00 


AM


10:45 


AM


8:45 


AM


7:15 


AM


10:00 


AM


7:30 


AM


10:00 


AM


7:00 


AM


8:00 


AM


7:45 


AM


8:30 


AM


5:45 


AM


10:00 


AM


0.650.81--0.680.680.590.710.670.800.560.660.660.680.630.59


80.460.4--8279717110590106931059853117


4:30 PM6:15 PM--
2:30 


PM


5:45 


PM


1:45 


PM


1:45 


PM


4:45 


PM


6:00 


PM


4:30 


PM


7:00 


PM


5:00 


PM


6:00 


PM


12:00 


PM


2:45 


PM
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City of Santa Barbara
Study by


John Rousseau


Street:  Las Positas Rd 1200 Site:
Type:  Class Tuesday, 10/2/2012, 12:00:00 AM -
Box and Date:  C8 Oct 2012 Friday, 10/5/2012, 12:00:00 AM


Volume Grand Totals


Average Hourly Volumes
Southbound Northbound Combined


12:00 AM 23.3 19.0 42.3
1:00 AM 11.7 14.7 26.3
2:00 AM 5.3 5.7 11.0
3:00 AM 5.3 5.7 11.0
4:00 AM 6.0 11.0 17.0
5:00 AM 29.3 54.7 84.0
6:00 AM 122.0 136.7 258.7
7:00 AM 485.7 456.3 942.0
8:00 AM 491.7 591.7 1083.3
9:00 AM 424.7 407.7 832.3


10:00 AM 414.0 417.0 831.0
11:00 AM 449.0 467.7 916.7
12:00 PM 494.0 493.7 987.7
1:00 PM 510.7 467.0 977.7
2:00 PM 496.3 498.3 994.7
3:00 PM 574.3 527.0 1101.3
4:00 PM 622.0 529.3 1151.3
5:00 PM 712.3 543.0 1255.3
6:00 PM 545.7 443.3 989.0
7:00 PM 332.3 368.3 700.7
8:00 PM 203.0 219.7 422.7
9:00 PM 160.0 188.7 348.7


10:00 PM 102.7 110.7 213.3
11:00 PM 49.3 45.7 95.0


ADT 7270.7 7022.3 14293.0


Study Grand Totals
Southbound Northbound Combined


21812 21067 42879
50.9 % 49.1 %


Page 1Report Date:  10/8/2012  8:44 AMFile:  H:\...\Las Positas Road TimeMark\Las Positas Rd 1200 Oct 2012.rdf
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Additional Clarification of Non‐Standard ATP Elements 
(Shifting Roadway to Accommodate Class I Pathway) 


An exhaustive alternatives analysis was performed as part of the conceptual design process for the Las Positas and Modoc 


Roads Class I Project. The goal of the alternatives analysis was to develop a preferred pathway alignment that met the 


goals of the Project, while minimizing both cost and potential impact to environmentally sensitive areas. 


The Project area, particularly the Las Positas Road corridor, is very constrained by existing topography. The Project corridor 


was broken down  into “reaches”  for  the purposes of analyzing alternatives  for differing conditions. As a result of  the 


alternatives analysis, it was determined that two areas require shifting the roadway: 


 Reach A: Las Positas Road between Modoc Road and Las Positas Place 


 Reach B: Las Positas Road adjacent to existing Caltrans retaining wall  (north of Cliff Drive)  


 


   


Reach A 


Reach B 


Figure 1: Reach areas where road realignment is required to accommodate Class 1 Path 
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Reach A: Las Positas Road between Modoc Road and Las Positas Place 


This reach parallels Las Positas Creek where there is a significant amount of existing riparian habitat immediately adjacent 


to the existing westerly edge of pavement and the grades drop quickly toward the creek. In order to minimize the overall 


width needed to accommodate the new pathway, it was determined that a physical barrier would be utilized in this reach, 


rather than a five‐foot wide planted buffer. Two options were considered: 


 Option 1: Shift the roadway to the east to avoid a retaining wall on the westerly side of the road and building 


closer to Las Positas Creek and  


 Option 2: Construct a retaining wall on the westerly side of the road to support the new pathway.  


In order  to minimize  impacts  to  sensitive existing  riparian habitat, Option 1 was  selected  for  this  reach. The existing 


roadway and an existing sidewalk on the easterly side of the road will be reconstructed approximately 7 feet to the east 


in order to construct the new pathway fully within the existing pavement width on the westerly side of Las Positas Road, 


therefore  limiting any disturbance toward the creek. Costs  for the two options were determined to be approximately 


equivalent, with  the differentiating  factor being  that Option 1  limits disturbance  to  riparian habitat and construction 


toward the creek (see graphic below and Sheet L‐1.07 of Project Plans included in Part C, Attachment D). 


 


 


 


   







 Part C – Att J: Non-Standard ATP Elements 


3 
 


 


Reach B: Las Positas Road adjacent to existing Caltrans retaining wall (north of Cliff Drive) 


In this reach, there is an existing 45‐foot retaining wall on the westerly side of Las Positas Road that supports the roadway.  


Adjacent to the retaining wall is Arroyo Burro Creek. The retaining wall was constructed by Caltrans when Las Positas Road 


was part of State Route 225, which was relinquished to the City of Santa Barbara in January 2014. Caltrans has retained 


ownership  of  the  wall  until  they  complete  a 


project to repair structural issues within the next 


several  years  (before  the  pathway  will  be 


constructed).  The  City  will  then  take  over 


ownership of the wall. 


The existing edge of pavement on the west side 


of Las Positas Road  is  located approximately 10 


feet from the face of the existing retaining wall, 


which  is  not  sufficient  room  to  construct  a 


standard Class I pathway. Due to the constraints 


in  this  area,  it was  determined  that  a physical 


barrier  would  be  utilized  in  this  reach,  rather 


than a five‐foot wide planted buffer, to minimize 


the  total  width  needed  to  accommodate  the 


pathway and to minimize impacts to the riparian 


habitat. 


 


 


Several options were analyzed for this reach: 


 Option 1: Construct pathway on east side of Las 


Positas Road 


o Requires very tall retaining walls (~20’ 


tall) due to existing topography on east 


side of Las Positas Road 


o High cost 


o High visual impact 


o Existing wetlands on east side of Las 


Positas north of Jerry Harwin Parkway 


would require pathway to be 


constructed on the west side of Las 


Positas north of Jerry Harwin Parkway, 


thus introducing a crossing of a high‐


speed arterials for path users.  


 


 


 


 


 


 


Figure 2: View looking south toward Cliff Drive on the west side of Las Positas 
Road 


Figure 3: View looking northeast from the west side of Las Positas Road 
just south of existing “Caltrans” retaining wall 
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 Option 2: Cantilever pathway over existing Caltrans retaining wall 


o High cost 


o Maintenance concerns 


o Concern of delay of Caltrans retaining wall repair project since additional structural analysis and 


environmental review would need to be evaluated for the cantilever 


o Concern of path encroachment into Arroyo Burro Creek’s riparian habitat 


 


 


 Option 3: Shift roadway to the east to accommodate pathway on west side of Las Positas Road 


o Various degrees of roadway shifting were considered (high cost for larger shift) 


o Major concerns of the steep hillside topography on the easterly side of Las Positas Road and long term 


maintenance of the retaining walls 
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o Extent of roadway shifting minimized by installing railing on existing Caltrans retaining wall and 


constructing pathway immediately adjacent to retaining wall (minimized cost) 


 


 


Option 3was selected for this reach (see graphic above and Sheet L‐1.14 of Project Plans included in Part C, Attachment 


D), which will result in a small shift of the roadway to the east, with a short retaining wall (less than 4‐feet tall). A railing 


will be added to the top of the existing Caltrans retaining wall so that the new pathway can be constructed immediately 


adjacent to the existing wall. This is the least expensive option and is the least impactful to the creek and existing riparian 


habitat. 
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Santa Barbara Unified 
Every child, every chance, every day. 


June 1, 2016 


To Whom It May Concern: 


720 Santa Barbara Street 


Santa Barbara, CA 93101 


Phone: 805.963.4338 


TDD: 805.966.7734 


SBUnified.org 


RE: Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 Grant Application 
Safe Routes to Schools within Santa Barbara Unified School District 


I affirm that the schools benefited by three City of Santa Barbara 2016 Active Transportation Grant applications 
are not on a school closure list that has been identified by the Santa Barbara Unified School District. 


p . N ro1ect ame an d S h I th 
. 


I d' f d f  C 00 at 1s are 1rect1v bene 1te ram t 
City of Santa Barbara ATP Project Name 
Las Positas-Modoc Roads Multiuse Path Project 


Safe Routes to Eastside Schools 


Westside Bike Blvd Connections to Schools and Downtown 


h ree propose d SR2S P 
. 


t ro1ec s: 
Benefited Schools 


La Cumbre Junior High School 


Franklin Elementary 
Adelante Charter School 
Santa Barbara Junior High School 
Santa Barbara Senior Hiqh School 
Harding University Partnership Elementary 
La Cumbre Junior Hiqh School 
Santa Barbara Junior High School 
Santa Barbara Senior Hiqh School 


The Santa Barbara Unified School District (SBUSD) is one of the SR2S Partners with the City of Santa Barbara 
and works directly with the City and their SR2S Coordinator, Coalition for Sustainable Transportation (COAST). 
The Safe Routes to School Program (SR2S) refers to a variety of multi-disciplinary programs aimed at promoting 
walking and bicycling to school, and improving traffic safety around school areas through education, incentives, 
increased law enforcement, and engineering measures. The above schools are all participating schools in the 
SR2S Program. The grant applications involve funding requests for three engineering and construction projects to 
improve students' and their families' route to and from school. 


If funded, the City of Santa Barbara will continue to inform the Santa Barbara Unified School District, the 
benefitted schools, and families throughout the projects' design and construction processes. In concept, the 
District is supportive of the Projects' goals to improve student safety to getting to and from school. SBUSD is 
pleased with the potential for the bicycle boulevards to improve access to schools by both biking and walking, 
since their design also· incorporates traffic calming, improved pedestrian crossings and direct connections by 
bicycle. Green lanes have also proved to be valuable tools to increase driver and bicyclist awareness to decrease 
the potential for collisions and improve public safety. 


Very Truly Yours 


David J. etyonk 
Director of Facilities & Operations 
dhetyonk@sbunified.org 


The Santa Barbara Unified School District does not discriminate in employment against properly qualified and eligible individuals by reason of their actual or perceived race, 
religion, color, national origin, ancestry, age, marital status, pregnancy, physical or mental disability, medical condition, genetic information, veteran status, 


gender, gender identity, gender expression, sex, or sexual orientation. 
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Part 7 - Consistency with RTP
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Executive Summary 
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Table ES-3  Summary of 2040 RTP-SCS Project Impacts 


Project # Project Location Project Description 
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C-PL-304 Rincon Park to 
Carpinteria Avenue 


Construct a multiuse trail from Rincon 
Park to Carpinteria Avenue (part of the 
Carpinteria Coastal Vista Trail) 


 X X  X  X 


Go-PL-303 
San Pedro 


Creek/Covington Way 
Bridge 


Remove existing bridge over San 
Pedro Creek and Replace with a new 
bridge that meets current standards for 
bicycle and pedestrian use. 


 X X  X  X 


L-PL-300 
Southside of Santa Ynez 
River from State Route 1 
(H St) to Riverbend Park 


Construct class I bike path. X X X X 


L-PL-301 


A St, Chestnut Ave to 
Central Ave and Floradale 
Rd/Santa Lucia Canyon 


Rd 


Construct Class 2 Bikeways at 
Locations: B) A St, Chestnut Ave to 
Central Ave; D) Floradale Rd/Santa 
Lucia Canyon Rd, adjacent to Federal 
Correctional Institution.   


 X X X  X 


SB-PL-301 Cabrillo Blvd. Construct Class II Bike lanes and 
pedestrian pathways.  X X X 


SB-PL-302
Montecito Street., Cliff 
Drive. and Las Positas 


Road.


Construct class II bike lanes and 
pedestrian pathways.    X X X 


SB-PL-303 Various locations within 
City of Santa Barbara. 


Construct class II bike lanes and 
pedestrian pathways.  X X X 


SB-PL-304
State Route 225/Las 


Positas Road from Modoc 
Road to Cliff Drive.   


Construct a pathway for bicycles and 
other recreational users.    X X  X  X 


SM-PL-300


Union Valley Parkway, 
Bradley Channel, Jones 
Trail, Blosser Trail and 
from levee to La Brea.  


Construct commuter bikeway (Phase 
II).  X X X 


Sol-PL-300 


North side of SR-246 from 
Hans Christian Andersen 
Park to the westerly City 


limits.


Project includes construction of Class 
1 bike path along the north side of SR-
246 from Hans Christian Andersen 
Park to the westerly City limits. 


 X X X 
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2040 RTP/SCS EIR
Section 2.0  Project Description


SBCAG
Figure 2-7South Coast Planned Projects


Basemap Source: ESRI, 2012


0 42 Miles±


Project 
Number


Project Description


CT-PL-102 Santa Barbara and Goleta - Roadside Safety Improvements in Santa Barbara 
and Goleta (PM 12.8 to 26.4) 


Go-PL-303 Covington Way and San Pedro Creek - Replace San Pedro bridge to meet 
current standards for bicycle and pedestrian use


SB-PL-200 Olive Mill Road and Coast Village Road Interersection - Capacity improvements


SB-PL-201 Milpas Street and Quinientos Street Intersection - Capacity improvements


SB-PL-202 US 101 and Garden Street - Capacity improvements on outhbound ramps


SB-PL-203 US 101 and Garden Street - Capacity improvements on northbound ramps


SB-PL-204 Gutierrez Street and Garden Street Intersection - Capacity improvements


SB-PL-205 US 101 at Haley Street and Castillo Street- Capacity improvements, on north 
bound ramps


SB-PL-206 US 101 at Carrillo Street - Capacity improvements on southbound ramps


SB-PL-207 US 101 at Carrillo Street - Capacity improvements on northbound ramps


SB-PL-208 Carrillo Street and San Andres Street Intersection - Capacity improvements


SB-PL-209 US 101 at Mission Street - Capacity improvements on southbound ramps


SB-PL-210 US 101 at Mission Street - Capacity improvements on northbound ramps


SB-PL-211 Mission Street and Modoc Road intersection - Capacity improvements


SB-PL-212 Las Positas Road and Modoc Road intersection - Capacity improvements


SB-PL-213 Las Positas and State Street intersection - Capacity improvements


SB-PL-214 Hitchcock Way and State Street Intersection - Capacity improvements


SB-PL-215 La Cumbre and State Street Intersection - Capacity improvements


SB-PL-216 US 101 at Hope Avenue - Capacity improvements on northbound ramps


C-PL-302 Santa Claus Lane to Carpinteria Avenue adjacent to Sandyland Area Salt 
Marsh - Construct a multiuse trail


C-PL-304 Rincon Park to Carpinteria Avenue - Construct a multiuse trail (part of the 
Carpinteria Coastal Vista Trail)


C-PL-303 Third Street from Linden Avenue to the Carpinteria Marsh Park - Construct a 
multiuse trail.


SB-PL-100 Location: SR 101 betw een Mission St/Los Positas St.  Access Improvements.


SB-PL-301 Location: Cabrillo Blvd.  Construct Class II Bike lanes and pedestrian 
pathw ays


SB-PL-302 Location: Montecito St., Clif f  Dr. and Las Positas.  Construct class II bike lanes 
and pedestrian pathw ays.  


SB-PL-304 Location: SR225/Las Positas Rd from Modoc Rd to Clif f  Dr.  Construct a 
pathw ay for bicycles and other recreational users.  


SBC-PL-200
Location: Hollister Ave betw een San Antonio Rd and US 101/SR 154.  Widen 
to 4 lanes w ith channelization and bike lanes; reconstruct UPRR overcrossing.


SBC-PL-204 Location: Los Carneros, Goleta. Widen from El Colegio to Goleta city limits.


SBC-PL-300 Location: Guadalupe to Guadalupe Dunes County Park.  Construct class II bike 
lanes/road shoulders.


SBC-PL-301 Location: Along the Santa Maria levee, Santa Maria to Guadalupe.  Construct 
multi-purpose bikew ay.
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2040 RTP-SCS EIR 
Section 4.2 Air Quality


SBCAG 
4.2-33 


T-9: Park-and-Ride/Fringe Parking


Park and ride lots provide a supporting role to transit, bicycling, and ridesharing TCMs.  The 
projects listed in this analysis are examples of cost effective trip reducing projects that support 
other TCMs.  The following RTP projects support this TCM: 


Programmed: Planned: 
B-MA-200 B-PL-400


Illustrative: 
C-IL-400


T-10: Bicycle and Pedestrian Programs


Bicycle and Pedestrian programs aim at reducing the reliance on automobiles.  They support 
recreation and mobility through both neighborhoods in addition to major thoroughfares.  The 
following RTP programs and projects support this TCM: 


Programmed: Planned: 
B-MA-200 Var-PL-300 
B-MA-201B B-PL-300
C-MA-200 B-PL-301
C-MA-201B C-PL-300
Go-MA-201B C-PL-302
Gu-MA-200 C-PL-303
Gu-MA-201B C-PL-304
L-MA-100 Go-PL-303
L-MA-200B L-PL-300
SM-MA-200B L-PL-301
Sol-MA-200 SB-PL-301
Sol-MA-201B SB-PL-302
Sol-MA-300 SB-PL-303
Sol-MA-301 SB-PL-304
Sol-MA-302 SM-PL-300
SBC-MA-200B Sol-PL-200
SBC-MA-201B Sol-PL-300
SBCAG-MA-300 Sol-PL-301
SBCAG-MA-301 Sol-PL-302
SBCAG-MA-302 SBC-PL-300
CT-102 SBC-PL-301
CT-500 SBC-PL-302
Var-300
Go-300
Go-302
Go-303
Go-304
Go-305
Go-306


Part 7 - Consistency with RTP



jgrant

Highlight



jgrant

Highlight







2040 RTP-SCS EIR 
Section 4.3 Biological Resources 


SBCAG 
4.3-76 


Table 4.3-4  2040 RTP-SCS Projects with Potential to Impact Biological Resources 


Project  Location Impact 


CT-PL-
100 Highway 101- Gaviota B-1, B-2, B-3 


B-PL-100 State Route 246 and Sycamore Drive, La Lata Dr, Albertson's Driveway. B-1, B-2 


C-PL-300 Union Pacific Railroad corridor, Holly Avenue undercrossing B-1, B-2, B-3 


L-PL-300 Southside of Santa Ynez River from State Route 1 (H St) to Riverbend Park B-1, B-2, B-3 
COLT-PL-


401 Lompoc Valley B-1, B-2, B-3 


COLT-PL-
402 Lompoc Valley B-1, B-2, B-3 


SB-PL-
100 State Route 101 between Mission St and Los Positas St.   B-1, B-2 


SB-PL-
301 Cabrillo Blvd. B-1, B-2 


SB-PL-
302 Montecito St., Cliff Dr. and Las Positas. B-1, B-2 


SB-PL-
303 Various locations within City of Santa Barbara. B-1, B-2 


SB-PL-
304 State Route 225/Las Positas Rd from Modoc Rd to Cliff Dr.   B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
100 Main Street at State Route 101.   B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
200 Miller St, between Robles St and Stowell Rd. B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
201 Alvin Ave between Curryer St and Miller St. B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
202 Intersection of Depot, Railroad and Fester.  B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
203 Stowell Rd at College Drive B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
204 Betteravia Rd: E St. to State Route 135. B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
205 College Drive from Battle Rd to Betteravia Rd. B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
206 A Street between McCoy Lane and Stowell Rd B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
208 McCoy Ln between A St and Mahoney Rd B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
209 Foster Rd between SR 135 and Blosser Rd. B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
210 Miller Street: Phase 1-Roble to Stowell. Phase 2-Chapel to Alvin. B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
211 Stowell Road between Blosser Road and "A" Street B-1, B-2 


SM-PL-
300 


Union Valley Parkway, Bradley Channel, Jones Trail, Blosser Trail and from levee to 
La Brea.  


B-1, B-2 


Sol-PL-
300 North side of SR-246 from Hans Christian Andersen Park to the westerly City limits. B-1, B-2 


Sol-PL-
301 Alisal Rd from the Santa Ynez River to the southerly City limits B-1, B-2 


Sol-PL-
302 SR-246 from the westerly City limits to Fifth Street. B-1, B-2 


SBC-PL-
100 La Purisima Rd between Hwy 101 and Hwy 246 near the City of Lompoc. B-1, B-2 
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2040 RTP-SCS EIR 
Section 4.4 Cultural Resources 


SBCAG 
4.4-14 


Table 4.4-2  RTP Projects that May Result in Cultural Resource Impacts 


Project # Location Impact 


B-PL-100 State Route 246 and Sycamore Drive, La Lata Dr, Albertson's 
Driveway. CR-1 


C-PL-300 Union Pacific Railroad corridor, Holly Avenue Undercrossing CR-1 


L-PL-300 
Southside of Santa Ynez River from State Route 1 (H St) to 
Riverbend Park CR-1 


COLT-PL-401 Lompoc Valley CR-1 


COLT-PL-402 Lompoc Valley CR-1 


SB-PL-100 State Route 101 between Mission St. and Los Positas St.   CR-1 


SB-PL-301 Cabrillo Blvd. CR-1 


SB-PL-302 Montecito St., Cliff Dr. and Las Positas.   CR-1 


SB-PL-303 Various locations within City of Santa Barbara. CR-1 


SB-PL-304 State Route 225/Las Positas Rd from Modoc Rd to Cliff Dr.   CR-1 


SM-PL-100 Main Street at State Route 101.   CR-1 


SM-PL-200 Miller St, between Robles St and Stowell Rd. CR-1 


SM-PL-201 Alvin Ave between Curryer St and Miller St. CR-1 


SM-PL-202 Intersection of Depot, Railroad and Fester.  CR-1 


SM-PL-203 Stowell Rd at College Drive CR-1 


SM-PL-204 Betteravia Rd: E St. to State Route 135. CR-1 


SM-PL-205 College Drive from Battles Rd to Betteravia Rd. CR-1 


SM-PL-206 A Street between McCoy Lane and Stowell Rd CR-1 


SM-PL-207 Miller St between Barcellus to Stowell Rd CR-1 


SM-PL-208 McCoy Ln between A St and Mahoney Rd CR-1 


SM-PL-209 Foster Rd between SR 135 and Blosser Rd. CR-1 


SM-PL-210 Miller Street, Phase 1-Roble to Stowell. Phase 2-Chapel to 
Alvin. CR-1 


SM-PL-211 Stowell Road between Blosser Road and "A" Street CR-1 


SM-PL-300 Union Valley Parkway, Bradley Channel, Jones Trail, Blosser 
Trail and from levee to La Brea.  CR-1 


Sol-PL-300 North side of SR-246 from Hans Christian Andersen Park to the 
westerly City limits. CR-1 


Sol-PL-301 Alisal Rd from the Santa Ynez River  to the southerly City limits CR-1 


Sol-PL-302 SR-246 from the westerly City limits to Fifth Street. CR-1 


SBC-PL-100 La Purisima Rd between Hwy 101 and Hwy 246 near the City of 
Lompoc. CR-1 


SBC-PL-200 Hollister Ave between San Antonio Rd and US 101/SR 154.  CR-1 


SBC-PL-201 Clark Avenue and Bradley Rd. CR-1 


SBC-PL-202 Clark Ave and US 101. CR-1 
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2040 RTP-SCS EIR 
Section 4.7  Geology and Soils 


 


  SBCAG 
4.7-19 


Table 4.7-1 
RTP-SCS Projects that May Result in Geologic/Flooding Impacts


Project # Location Impact Description of Impact 


CT-MA-104 
Highway 246 Passing Lanes - East 
Segment (between Buellton and 
Lompoc) 


G-3 Potential impacts from flooding 


CT-PL-100 Highway 101- Gaviota G-1, G-3 Potential impacts from steep slopes; 
flooding 


Go-100 Hwy 101 and Los Carneros Rd 
Interchange.   G-2 Potential impacts from intense 


ground shaking 


Go-101 Storke Rd from Whittier to City limits.  G-2, G-3 Potential impacts from fault rupture; 
flooding; and tsunami 


Go-200 Ekwill and Fowler Rds., Goleta G-1, G-2, G-3 
Potential impacts from unstable 
soils; ground shaking; flooding; and 
tsunami 


Go-202 Hollister Avenue bridge replacement at 
San Jose Creek 


G-1, G-2, G-3 Potential impacts from unstable 
soils; ground shaking; and flooding 


Go-204 Hollister Avenue widening from Storke 
Road to Marketplace G-2 Potential impacts from ground 


shaking 


Go-205 Patterson Avenue/Hwy 101 interchange G-1, G-2 Potential impacts from unstable 
soils; and ground shaking 


Go-207 Los Carneros Road widening from 
Hollister Avenue to City limits 


G-1, G-2, G-3 Potential impacts from unstable 
soils; fault rupture; flooding; and 
tsunami 


Go-209 Los Carneros/Calle Koral improvements G-1, G-2, G-3 Potential impacts from unstable 
soils; ground shaking; and tsunami 


Go-210 Storke Road from Hollister Avenue to 
Hwy 101 G-2 Potential impacts from fault rupture 


Go-211 Los Carneros Road at Calle Koral G-1, G-2, G-3 Potential impacts from unstable 
soils; ground shaking; and tsunami 


Go-213 Fairview Avenue/Calle Real intersection G-1, G-2, G-3 Potential impacts from unstable 
soils; ground shaking; and tsunami 


Go-216 Phelps Rd, Los Carneros to Storke.  G-1, G-2, G-3 Potential impacts from unstable 
soils; ground shaking; flooding; and 
tsunami 


Go-300 North of Calle Real to Hollister. G-1, G-2, G-3 Potential impacts from unstable 
soils; ground shaking; and flooding 


Go-303 Cathedral Oaks bike path from Glen 
Annie to La Patera G-1, G-2, G-3 Potential impacts from unstable 


soils; fault rupture; and flooding 


Go-305 Hollister from Pacific Oaks to Ellwood 
Elementary. G-1, G-2 Potential impacts from unstable 


soils; and ground shaking 


Go-306 La Patera, Goleta Old Town Calle Real.  G-1, G-2 Potential impacts from unstable 
soils; and ground shaking 


Go-307 


Location: A. La Patera, railroad to 
Hollister Ave, B. Hollister Ave, Kellogg to 
Maria Ignacio, C. Patterson Ave, 
Hollister to Atascadero Creek, D. 
Patterson Ave, Pacific Oaks.  


G-1, G-2, G-3 
Potential impacts from unstable 
soils; ground shaking; flooding; and 
tsunami 


Go-PL-303 Covington Way bridge replacement G-2 Potential impacts from ground 
shaking 


L-PL-300 Southside of Santa Ynez River from 
State Route 1 (H St) to Riverbend Park G-3 Potential impacts from flooding 


SB-PL-304 State Route 225/Las Positas Rd from 
Modoc Rd to Cliff Dr.   G-2, G-3 Potential impacts from fault rupture; 


and flooding 


SBC-PL-100 La Purisima Rd between Hwy 101 and 
Hwy 246 near the City of Lompoc. G-3 Potential impacts from flooding 


SBC-PL-200 Hollister Ave between San Antonio Rd 
and US 101/SR 154.  G-2, G-3 Potential impacts from fault rupture; 


flooding 
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Project closes a 2.6-mile gap in the Pacific Coastal Bike Route.
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Project closes a 2.6-mile gap in the Pacific Coastal Bike Route and a 1-mile gap in the Crosstown Bike Route.
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Part B - Q3 B.7 Collision Map 


Bicycle and Pedestrian Collision Record 


CASE ID INVOLVED WITH DATE STREET 1 STREET 2 


1 4679581 with Bicycle 4/24/2010 PORTESUELLO AVE LAS POSITAS RD 


2 4873040 with Bicycle 9/8/2010 MODOC RD PALERMO DR 


3 4983363 with Pedestrian 11/25/2010 CALLE DE LOS AMIGOS MODOC RD 


4 4983411 with Bicycle 11/27/2010 MODOC RD LAS POSITAS RD 


5 5440185 with Bicycle 11/29/2011 LAS POSITAS RD VERONICA SPRINGS RD 


6 5440294 with Bicycle 12/13/2011 MODOC RD LAS POSITAS RD 


7 5621845 with Bicycle 4/27/2012 CALLE DE LOS AMIGOS MODOC RD 


8 5669200 with Bicycle 6/8/2012 LAS POSITAS RD 


9 6096721 with Bicycle 5/18/2013 LAS POSITAS PL 


10 6228157 with Bicycle 8/27/2013 MODOC RD 


11 6664981 with Bicycle 10/8/2014 MODOC RD 


12 6752457 with Bicycle 12/17/2014 MODOC RD 


13 6847806 with Bicycle 3/10/2015 MODOC RD 


14 6876918 with Bicycle 4/14/2015 MODOC RD 


All of these collisions could have been 
corrected by a multiuse pathway. The 
collisions generally fall into one of these 
following categories: 


- Cyclist hit while riding on roadway shoulder
(a separated path will provide protection)


- Cyclist hit an object or lost control while riding
along the roadway (the separated path will be
designed to be safer and user friendly)


- Pedestrian hit while crossing the road
(the separated path will include improved
pedestrian crossing facilities)


- Cyclist struck while crossing side street
(a separated path will include improved bike and
pedestrian crossing facilities at side streets.
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Callout

Project creates a new, separated 2.6-mile long route for pedestrians & cyclists.
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Project creates a new, separated 2.6-mile long route for pedestrians & cyclists.
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Project removes a significant safety barrier of high-speed arterials by providing a separated facility for pedestrians & cyclists.












From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC on behalf of ATP@CCC
To: Shue, Ashleigh
Cc: Grant, Jessica
Subject: FW: CCC and CALCC - ATP Submittal - City of SB Las Positas & Modoc Roads Class I Construction
Date: Wednesday, June 08, 2016 11:48:14 AM


Hi Ashleigh,


The CCC is unable to assist with this project. Please include a copy of this email with your application.


Thank you,


Melanie Wallace
Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps


1719 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
O (916)341-3153
M (916)508-1167
F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov


Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:


SaveOurWater.com · Drought.CA.gov


From: Shue, Ashleigh [mailto:ashue@SantaBarbaraCA.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 4:13 PM
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; 'inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org'
 <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Cc: Grant, Jessica <jgrant@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>
Subject: CCC and CALCC - ATP Submittal - City of SB Las Positas & Modoc Roads Class I Construction


Dear Ms. Wallace and Ms. Lofton,


Please find attached City of Santa Barbara’s California Conservation Corps (CCC) and California
 Association of Local Conservation Corps (CALCC) submittal corresponding with the City’s Las Positas
 & Modoc Roads Class I Construction ATP Application. Note: ATP grant funds are being requested for
 Construction of this project. Design is currently underway utilizing Cycle 1 ATP grant funds.


Because this is a very large file, I’ve also placed a copy of our submittal on our ftp site in the event
 that you’re unable to receive such a large attachment. Please follow the link below, then select the


Part B - Q8 CCC Repsonse
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 folder titled, “LP-Modoc_ATP.” Please let me know if you have any issues receiving the attachment
 and/or downloading the document.


http://services.santabarbaraca.gov/Files/Public_Works/


If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.


Thank you,


Ashleigh A. Shue, PE |Supervising Civil Engineer


City of Santa Barbara |Public Works – Engineering
PO Box 1990 |Santa Barbara, CA 93102
(805) 897-2507
AShue@SantaBabaraCA.gov
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From: Active Transportation Program
To: Shue, Ashleigh
Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov; Grant, Jessica
Subject: Re: CCC and CALCC - ATP Submittal - City of SB Las Positas & Modoc Roads Class I Construction
Date: Friday, June 10, 2016 2:56:12 PM


Hello Ashleigh,


Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable to participate in this project.
 Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Conservation Corps.


Thank you,
Dominique


On Tue, Jun 7, 2016 at 4:13 PM, Shue, Ashleigh <ashue@santabarbaraca.gov> wrote:


Dear Ms. Wallace and Ms. Lofton,


 


Please find attached City of Santa Barbara’s California Conservation Corps (CCC) and
 California Association of Local Conservation Corps (CALCC) submittal corresponding
 with the City’s Las Positas & Modoc Roads Class I Construction ATP Application. Note:
 ATP grant funds are being requested for Construction of this project. Design is currently
 underway utilizing Cycle 1 ATP grant funds.


 


Because this is a very large file, I’ve also placed a copy of our submittal on our ftp site in the
 event that you’re unable to receive such a large attachment. Please follow the link below,
 then select the folder titled, “LP-Modoc_ATP.” Please let me know if you have any issues
 receiving the attachment and/or downloading the document.


 


http://services.santabarbaraca.gov/Files/Public_Works/


 


If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.


 


Thank you,


 


Ashleigh A. Shue, PE |Supervising Civil Engineer


City of Santa Barbara |Public Works – Engineering


PO Box 1990 |Santa Barbara, CA 93102
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(805) 897-2507


AShue@SantaBabaraCA.gov


 


 


-- 


Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
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CITY OF SANTA BARBARA 


New Mid-Block Crossing Medians 
*


 


Connection to Regional Bike Corridor and Transit Stops


Existing Non-Signalized Intersections
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ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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